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tTirr II — ism 3 — ^^<T(?m (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-soction (ii) 

(iWT ^ iTKN ^ siIt ( "P) 

^rf[^ snrsr^’jff iTRT 'drfv f^si ^TIT rIt wTciR^fiTtjf 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories) , 


ministry op RAILWAYS 

(RAILWAY BOA^lD) 

New Delhi, the nth June 1971 

8.0,2546, — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Terminal Tax on 
Railway Passcngcr.s Act, 1956 (69 of 1956) and of all the powers hereunto enabling and in super- 
session of the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of RailwaysfRailway Board) 
No. F(X)II6 i/TX-i 9 8-IT d.ated the 28th September, 196.2 the Central Government hereby— 

(a) lixc.s the rates specified in column (2) of the Schedule annexed hereto ns the rates a 

which terminal tax shall be levied in respect of every railway ticket on all passengers 
carried by railway from or to the nobfied place specified in column (i) of the said 
Schedule; and 

(b) directs that the aforesaid terminal tax .shall be leviable with effect from the rst July, 1971.. 
2. This notification shall come into force on the 1st July, 1971. 
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Tht SrJiEBULK 


Name of Notified place ■ Rates of terminal tax per single ticket 


1 


2 


adult Child between 3 & 12 years 


1 . Gola Gokaran Nath 


For short For long 
distance distance 
passengers passengers 
(66M242 Kms.) Cover 242 
Kms.) 


of age 

For short For long 
distance distance 
passengers passengers 
(66-242Kms.) (Over 242 
Kms.) 





False 

False 

False 

Paifio 

Air-conditioned class . 

a 

. 

40 

50 

20 

25 

ist class 

. 

. 

30 

40 

15 

20 

Alr-cond. chair car class 


. 

30 

40 

15 

20 

II class 

* 

. 

15 

25 

10 

15 

III class 

, 

, 

10 

15 

5 

10 


Bxplamtion. The terminal tax on a return ticket shall be double the rates fixed therein. 

[No. F. (X) I-71/TX-I9/I-I.] 

trf 17 1971 

wte 2546 . — qr ^ ?TRjfTtHT, 1956 ( 1 956 ^ 7169 ) 
qfr ETDT 3 5 r?fr fr-rr fiqr frY "HfePTf qr jnftJi » 

TfiTT RTiqin; % kr RqTertl TI" 2 8 Rldt-iG, 1962 

trtR (irq^-) 11-6 l/^ytTsf^-l 9/8-11 qrf qTTcniTnJl qTTrT ^ <q.K ttq^iTT ; / 

(q7) % irtit % qim ( 2 ) ir kk'qtr 

qtTfft I I % ?FTRn: gw ( 1 ) ^ fqrqkts: 

3lfR^ri'd qpff %l ePh TqT'4 3!TTT % tTFT tTTknff % Ife^tp 

TN# fsw: RT ^fkr wc vnrwT 


{^) iTf ^ t ftp gwqri Fkrr tt 1 1971 ¥ ' 


2. tTf iqFyijqtii 1 Tjqnf, 1971 tr itht jrVft 1 
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xrfT fcpr qr jtVrtt qft ■■jt 


3 1 2 ^ qn 

'il'oTI 


1 . Ttwr olqro] TFT ^ ^ % Ttft ^ ^ ^ 



diRTTlr % 

(66-242 

TrftFft % 

(242 

% 

Tlf^t % 

(66-242 

TTfiFTT ^ 

(242 

fWFftTT 





-9% 

sa f> 

40 

50 

20 

25 


30 

40 

15 

20 

Tidivj^^r flw ^ 

30 

40 

15 

20 

Cl 

15 

25 

10 

15 


10 

15 

5 

10 


^TTTTT ■. — rroft ferr qr ^ftn tf: 3F|^=fr ir fT^rff^ tt % |^tt i 


[tw 17F0 (t^w) I- 7 i/rft it!w- 1 9/ i-I] 


S.O,»S 47 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Terminal Tax on Rail- 
way Passengers Act, 1956 (69 of 1956) and of all the powers hereunto enabling and in superses- 
sion of the notifleation of the Government of India in the Ministry of Railways (Railway Board) 
N o. F(X)i-64/TX-I9/i2-II dated the 28th September, 1965 the Central Government hereby — 

(a) fixes the rates specified in column (2) of the Schedule annexed hereto as the rates at 

which terminal tax shall be levied in respeEt of evefy faHtyey tieitet efi ^ fiassengers 
carried by railway from or to the notified place specified In column (i) of the said 
.'Schedule; and 

(b) dlre;ts tint thi aforesaid terminal tax shall be leviable with effect from the isfjuly, 1971 
2. This notification shall cone into force on the ist July, 1971. 
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The Schedule 

Names of notified place 

Rates of terminal tax per single ticket 

I 


2 




Adult 


Child between 3 & 13 
years of age 

I, Rameswarem 

For short 
distance 
passengers 
( 49-342 
Kms.) 

For long 
distance 
passengers 
(over 

242 Kms.) 

For short 
distance 
passengers 
(49-242 

Kms.) 

For long 
distance 
passengers 
(over 

242 Kms.) 


Raise 

False 

Paise 

Paise 

Air conditioned class 

30 

50 

15 

25 

1 class , . . . 

. 30 

50 

15 

25 

'Air conditioned chair car class 

30 

50 

15 

25 

. 11 class .... 

lo 

20 

5 

10 

Ill class .... 

5 

10 

5 

10 


Explanation . — The terminal tax on a return ticket shall be double the rates fixed therein, 

[N. F. (X)I-7r/TX-i9/i-II] 


IjHe 2 5 4 7. — Tlf^Tf tR ^tVET ER 1956 (lOSOTT 69) ^ 

ffRJ 3 ffITi RrfeFif fFir !!TE‘ EEi EiEif ifrPfcWf sfiT SEltE f ^ 

«ftT ETOT Ei:tp'n: ^ ^ E^PFTT EtV 28 ftlfiTifT, 1 965 Eil iPrfKF^’EfiT 

1^'fi (fTW) ll-64/jt tTW-19/l2-H Err srfTEFRT EXETT tr^iTj ; — 

(Ei) W % ETW EETE i?iTEE ( 2) # rEffif?!!? s(^ 

ERxfr t I Tff % WER E^E EEEE ( 1 ) if 

fEfEfER EfsrgfEE EE^ %/EEt SRI ?! ET^ Er% El^T ?r«ff 
Elf^f % Sfr^Ei ^EE fsER ET iftET ER EETET ET^ET ; 

(iSr) E? Mt I f% EtfE'fE' ?ffET ER 1 EETf, 1971 ^ E^T?E 

ffET I 


2. E? srf^EET 1 EET^, 1971 ^ EEj; ^ I 



5ec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: JULY 10, 1971/ASADHA 19, 1893 3565 


«v 


Tftf qy; yt'rRTqTT: qfr 



3 sflT 1 2 

qr % tIt 




TT 

sfv-di 

1 . 

p %■ 

% «rtfV % 



Trf^t % 

tTT%TT % 


TTferf % 



feTT 

fvFI 

fvFT 


( 49-242 

(242 

( 49-242 
PpRptftZT 

( 242 
fTvfWffT 


PhellHldt, 



% ^rfsFF) 

^ srTsnfi) 

?r srfjjqr) 







30 

50 

15 

25 


30 

50 

15 

25 

TRTR^ ?r f ifftTTT 

30 

50 

15 

25 


10 

20 

5 

10 

#frn: . 

5 

1 0 

5 

1 0 


sTTwr : — ^rmt fTTs: qr eWt qiT t ^ itti i 


[Tljin' inpo (tT:i?T) I-7l/^t r^w-io/iJI] 


S. 0.1548. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Terminal Tax on Railway 
Passengers Act, 1956 (69 of 1956) and of all the powers hereunto enabling and in supersession of 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Railways (Railway Board) No . 
F (X)II-54 /TX-i 9/2-II dated the 20th/22nd January, 1962 the Central Government hereby; ' 

(a) fixes the rates specified in column (2) of the Schedule annexed hereto as the rates at 

which terminal tax shall be levied in respect of every railway ticket on all passengers 
carried by railway from or to the notified places specified in column (i) of the said 
Schedule^ and 

(b) directs that the iforesail terminal tax shall be leviable with effect from the 1st July, 1971. 

2 This notification shall come into force on the ist July, 1971. 
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The Schedule 

Names of notified places 

Rates of terminal tax per single ticket 


r 


2 




Adult 

Child between 3 & 12- 
years of age 

1. Kurukshetra 

2. Thanosar City 

For short 
distance 
passengers 
(25-242 
Kms.) 

For long 
distance 
passengers 
(over 242 
Kms.) 

For short 
distance 
passengers 
(25-242 
Kms.) 

For long 
distanc 
passengers 
(over 242 
Kms.) 


Paise 

Paise 

Paise 

False- 

Air conditioned class 

25 

30 

10 

15 

I class 

25 

30 

10 

15 

Ar conditioned chair car class 

. 25 

30 

10 

15 

II class .... 

. 10 

15 

5 

10 

Ill class .... 

• 10 

10 

5 

10 


Explanation. — The terminal tax on a return ticket shall be double the rates fixed therein* 


i^o!fto2548: — ^ inf^ 'TT^fVtlT WK 1 9 5 6 ( 1956 ^69) ^ OTTl 

STTT JTttrd ifiPtdiV’r ^ Mlhltl gtr Vlt,d 

^ ^ 20 22 ^3pTTd, 1962 ^Totrti^ 

(t^w) U- 54 /^Vt^W-I 9 / 2 -ii^ 5 rf%WJT=R^ gtr :- 

(^) ^^rsrfsrg;^ % m«r % tpwR (2) ^ 

f^r?^ ^ I % ?nT?TR ^ ^ ( 1 ) t f^- 

^ ^ siTT ^ 'iiTir ^nfl" trrf^tft 

% ut^r^P' fbp^: <n: ^Ttht^t <iJ||tiT ^.iiirfii ; !fi7: 

(^) tTf fr^w t % tjiTir^T 1 isr^rt, 1971 ^ ^>Tr i 

^ ^rfsT^^fiT 1 i 3 j 5 rTf, 1 97 1 # w ’T ^Vr \ 
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3 5ffT 1 2 


1. 575 ^!? 

7ft# 





dlfdd^' % 

% q’lfd'tft 

q'lf^ % 

Tlf^f % 

2. 


ftlTT 




( 25-242- 

{ 242 

( 25-242- 

■ (242- 


iWtiftTT) 

fTeffTftjf.- 

fertTftTT:) f%wl7ft37:7t- 



R 5lf^) 


^rfstr) 







25 

30 

10 

15 

tT^TTr Tirf 

25 

30 

10 

IS 


25 

30 

10 

IS 

fRTI 

10 

15 

5 

10 

iftiTTTT 

10 

10 

5 

10 


?ci^tT:— fEi? 97 H *1,11.7 # f^a1f7?r ?T ^r 5 * 1:11 f)*ir 1 

[# i:fiTO- 1-71 #lt^-io/i-III] 

S. 0.2549. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Terminal Tax on Rail- 
way Passengers Act, 1956 (69 of 1956) and of all the powers hereunto enabling and in supers on 
of the notificatoion of the Government of India in the Ministry of Railways (Railway Board) No. 
F(X)II-6i/TX-t9 '6-II dated 24th January, 1962 the Central Goverrnient hereby — 

(a) fixes the rates specified in column (2") of the Se hedule annexed hereto as the rates at 

which terminal tax shall be levied in respect of every railway ticket on all passengers 
carried by railway from or to the notified place specified in column (i) of the said 
Schedule ; and 

(b) directs that the aforesaid terminal tax shall be leviable with effect from the rst July, 

1971- 

2.This notification shall come into force on the ist July, :97i. 

The Schkdui.e 


Name of notified place 

Rates of tcrmirrl tax por sirole ticket 


I 


a 




Adult 

Child between 3 & 12 years of 
age 

I. Karwi 

For short dis- 

For long dis- 

For short dis- 

For long dis- 


tance passen- 

tance passen- 

tance passen- 

tance passen- 


gers 

gers 

gers 

gers 


(66-242 Kms) 

(over 242 Kins) (66-242 Kms.) 

(over 242 Kms) 


Raise 

Paise 

Paise 

Paise 

Air-conditioned class 

50 

75 

25 

40 

1 class . 

30 

45 

15 

25 

Air cond. chair car class 

30 

45 

15 

35 

II class 

15 

25 

10 

15 

III class 

10 

10 

5 

10 


Explanation . — The terminal tax on a re'^urn tiekr shall be doable the rates fixed therin. 

[No. F. (XU-7l/TX-r9/l-rV] 
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-Sfto 25 19 — qrf^irf TT WJOT ^iftTprUT, 1956 (1956^69) 
!TT7:r 3 sriTT Jr^eer d’^ir ctt irfT«T wfepilr ^ 5fiT>T 

wttkT t^rJi'^TETir 2 4 

IT91 ('Tw) ij-6iiJ> qw - 1 9/ 6-ii Tf 'q'Rr^o-q' fq ftth 

qfr^JRT: — 

(t) ?:ir 'urET^^^ir % qr«rff^fr ^ 1 ^( 3 ) ii fjrftrfTJa: 

tttI I I ?7:lr % ?i-jirR w-r^ % tmt ( 1 ) n WrfW srfii 
JR! ^ ^lir sir -TFr ?r«Prinf^'t % 
Rifl'HT-TT^TirnTT^rr^'in' ; «flx 

(^y) ^xTt I fT ^frUTTT 1 1971^ I 

2. irrsT^^TT 1 1971 ^ i 

>9 CN 


TT FTTfi sr% ifq^ TT iftm^ qft yt' 


yqr^ 3 wVr 1 2 qq % qn" 

ywfT 


«fr#r^% 


«frft 


qrl^ifr % 

qif^t % 

qrf^ % 

qTf^jft % 


1 . 

ftrq 

f^rq 

f^q fqqrr 


( 66-242- 

( 242 - 

(66-242- (242 


faF^ftJfVR) 

fTffqfRT 

fT^rW^) f’FFftTft2T 




.% ^rfspp) 


■ ' 






qT?iT^^?r ysrf 

50 

75 

2 5 

40 


30 

45 

15 

25 

qTqFjqrq f qfqFr 

30 

45 

15 

25 

qsr? 

15 

25 

10 

15 


10 

10 

5 

10 


mwr: — yrT<f}'%'TJRifl'TFrr7'ir-jf^^r^rti-Ff%gR% i 


[?r3 qq:3 (qsRf) I-7l/^ FTO-I 9 / 1 -VI] 
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S.O. 3 SSO , — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Terminal Tax on Railway 
Passengers Act, 1956 (69 of 1956) and of all the powers hereunto enabling and in supersession of 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Railways (Railway Board) No. F. 
(X)II-57/TX-19 /io- 1I dated 24th March, 1962 the Central Government hereby — 

(a) fixes the rates specified in colmnn (2) of the Schedule annexed hereto as the rates at 

which terminal tax shall be levied m respect of every railway ticket on all passengers 
carried by railway from or to the notified places specified in column (i) of the said 
Schedule; and 

(b) directs that the aforesaid terminal tax shall be leviable with effect from the ist July, 

1971. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the ist July, 1971. 

The Schedule 


Names of notified places 

Rates of terminal tax per single ticket 

1 

2 


Adult Child between 3 & 12 years 

of age 


I. Vlndhyachal 
-2 Miizapur 


For short For long For short For long 

distance distance distance distance 

passengers passengers passengers passengers 

(66-242 Rms.) (over 242 Kms,) (66-242 Kms.) (over 242 Kms.) 


Air conditioned class & I class . 

Paise 

35 

Paise 

40 

Paise 

15 

Paise 

20 

Air cond. chair car class 

35 

40 

15 

20 

II Class 

to 

15 

5 

10 

III class 

5 

10 

5 

10 


Explanation . — The Terminal tax on a return ticket shall be double the rates fixed therein. 

[No. F(X)I-7 i/TX-i9/1-V] 

lito 2550. — lose (lese'fiT 69 ) 

^ 24 1 962 ^ 

II- 5 7/€r tJW- 1 9 / 1 O-II W R-fBWT RT+TT I — 

(tfi) W % RTSJ IRFT ( 2 ) it tR 

^RcTt I I ^ ( 1 ) it 

srrR-g;f^ ^T^t ^ RTfeRt % 

^ fSRR 'R RtRFK rTtlFTT ; ?fR 

(rt) R^firtTfr tfft| iftRRR 1 1971 ^ ^(rT^§>TT I 

2. 1 1971 tt ?rFT5t»ft I 
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[Paxt n — 


^ ffnr 





3 12^% 41m ^ 









< 11 % % 


111 %% % 

m%% % 


ffT%% % 

1 . 






(66-242 

(242 

(66-242 

(242 

2 . fRdrtfT 


1 

1 












d'Jif 

35 

40 

IS 

20 

JIT 






35 

40 

IS 

20 

Jim <5 -'ll 

10 

15 

5 

10 

fftUTT 

5 

10 

5 

10 


tqWT : — fsTS TC ^ f'l'srtPf.fl ?fT % |^ ^ i 

(qw) I-7l/€tlTW-19/l-V] 


S- O* aSSi. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Terminal Tax on 
Railway Passengers Act,i956 (69 of 1956) and of all the powers hereunto enabling and in suwrses- 
sion of the notlncation of the Government of India in the Ministry of Railways (Railway Board) 
No. F(X)II-6 i/TX- 19/I2 dated the 27th March, 1962 the Central Government hereby — 

(a) fixes the rates specified in column (2) of the Schedule annexed hereto as the rates at 
which terminal tax shall be levied in respect of every railway ticket on all passengers 
carried by railway from or to the notified places specified in column (i) of the said 
Schedule ; and 

(b) directs that the aforesaid terminal tax shall be leviable with effect from the ist July, 

t 97 i. 

2. This notification shall come into force on the ist July, 1971, 

Thr Schedule 


Names of notified places 

Rates of terminal tax per single ticket 

1 

2 


I. Hardwat 

2. Jawalapur . 

Adult 

Child between 3 & 12 
years of age 

Monthly 

Tickets 

4, Bhimgoda Tank 

For short 

distance 

passengers 

(25-242 

Kms.) 

For long 
distance 
passengers 
(over 242 
Kms.) 

For short 
distance 
passengers 
(25-242 
Kms.) 

For long 
distance 
passengers 
(over 242 
Kms.) 


Air-conditioned class or 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs, P. 

Rs. P. 

1st class . . , 

Air-conditioned chair car 

I - TO 

1-50 

0-55 

0-75 

45-00 

class 

I - 10 

I'So 

0-55 

0-75 

45-00 

2nd class 

0-75 

I'OO 

0-40 

0'50 

22-50 

3rd class 

0-25 

0-35 

O' 15 

0-20 

7-50 


EKplanation. — The Terminal Tax on a return ticket shall be double the rates fixed therein. 

[No. FCX)I-7I/TX-I9 /i-VI1 
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?fto2551. — 1956( 1956^1 69)^EnTr 3 

*PT JR>r *t:T^ |rT 

^niTir % ^ 27 JH#, 1962 Fqj 

( 'T^) II- 6 1 /€t trw- 1 9 / 1 2 TT ?rfT>PTT(ir ftr %rStJT ^RTIT tTcrajRT : — 

(t) { 2 ) 5f farfTf%^ 5 ^ fsrfVtw 

TT^ft I I tfrl % ir-jHiT g-Tfi ^Tirg;^ % ^f^pt ( i) t 
5riVgf^ ^/r(v ^ SKI %• iTT^ wr ?nfl inf^Y % sre^ 
'TT HOPTT ^>Tr ; 

(w) 3T^ ItV 1 1 97 1 ?r 5>n 1 

2 . ^ ^?TTf, 1971 ii ?Trii; 5 tift 1 

*rfsrgf^?r ti qPi srRr <k ?ftm^ ^ 

3 iiVt; 12 ^% in' 

1 . ^sn: 

2. narn?(T5? sfiYr % ’STwft ^ ^ ^ ’TtIipp 


3 . ^>T % TTH 

4 . »fPT dtSP 

dPTR 

infsiEfir % tpf^iff ^ 
fepr fsTIT 

( 25-242 (242 

r»fr?r>(ftTT) fWPfrri-^ 

infa-ql % 

( 25-242 

fWWkr) 

( 242 

fWtiflrap' 
g 5 rfsiT) 

fep?. 


^0 ’fo 

t? 0 

0 


0 0 


1.10 

1 . 50 

0.55 

0 . 75 

45 . 00 


1.10 

1 . 50 

0. 55 

0 . 75 

45 . 00 . 


0.75 

1. 00 

0. 40 

0.5 0 

22 . 50 

fftTTTI ? 3 T? 

0.25 

0 . 35 

0,15 

0, 20 

7 . 50 


«inwT ;— nTTift fepT qr n fnartirn n |nnT 1 

[uo irqio (xtxe) 1-71 i^w-r^/i-IV] 


S.O. 255Z. —In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Terminal Tax on Railway 
Passengers Act, 1956 (69 of 1956) and of all the powers hereunto enabling and in supersession of 
the notificationof the Government of India in the Ministry of Railways (Railway Board) No. 
F(X)I-7o/TX-I9/i4 dated 30 th January, 1971 the Central Government hereby — 

(a) fixes the rates specified in column ( 2 ) of the Schedule annexed hereto as the rates at 
which terminal tax shall be levied in respect of every railway ticket on all passengers 
carried by railway from or to the notified places specified in column ( 1 ) of the said 
Schedule and 
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(b) directs that the aforesaid terminal tax shall ha leviable with effect from the ist July, 

1971- 

2. This notification shall come into force on the ist July, 1971. 

The SCHBDU1.E 


Names of notified places Rates of terminal tax per single ticket 


I 



2 


1. Allahabad Jn. .... 

2. AUahabad City 

3. Darapanj .... 

4. Naim Jn. .... 

5. Prayag 

6. Prayag Ghat (when opened) 

7. Phaphamau .... 

8. Subedarganj .... 

9 Bamhrauli .... 

. Adult 


Cliild between 3 & 12 
years of age 

. For short 
distance 
. passengers 
, (66-242 

Kms.) 

For long 
distance 
passengers 
(over 242 
Kms.) 

For short 
distance 
passengers 
(66-242 
Kms.) 

For long 
distance 
passengers 
(over 242 
Tms.) 

Paise 

Paise 

Paise 

Paise 


Air-conditioned or ist class , 

50 

75 

25 

40 

Air-conditioned chair car class 

50 

75 

25 

40 

2nd class .... 

25 

35 

15 

20 

3rd class .... 

. 10 

20 

5 

10 


Explanation : The Terminal Tax on a return ticket shall be double the rates fixed therein. 

[No. F(X)L7i/TX-i9/i-Vn.] 
V. P. SawhneYj Secy. 


ifto 2 53 2. — ^ Tf jftTr tTT ^if^rTTiT, 1.9 5 6 ( 1 956 TT 6 9) 

tjrrr 3 im sT'TfT srsr qreft fir 

irk ^ ^ (tTt Tft 30 sfiferty, 1971 to 

iTCf: (crjRT) I- 70 /€> CTW-19/14 tPT !TfT 56 iFtr iTrr^JiTr ; — 

(tp) ( 2) JrfirfTfTtss ffifm | 1 

Tr^ Rf % TTT % TfeTT ( 1 ) ^ 

TtT^'i sm vT % sre^rr fsTR 

TT TtTiTT Ttrrqr ^rr^trr; stIt 

(tj) t % TTJfw TVtTT'R 1 1 9 7 1 FT ^ItTf I 

2. tR ?frsrg;TfiT i ^Tif, 1971 ttt ft^fY 1 
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wRinjrW 81T ?mT nfT TT if^TTIiTT Jfft !(? 


1 . ??rTfr^3fo 3 w1t 

2 . i[5rr^RK fir^t 

3 . ?Rnf^ «ftf( ^ ^ siW ^ ^ ^ % 


4. ifiit 

5. sfirnr 

6 . 7dMi HiS 

7. TirEirra 

8 . rfar 

9. 

trrfktff % 
Tm 

( 66-242 

jrrfktri % 
l%tT 
(242 

fHtr 

( 66-242 
PpHtiftr?:) 

(242^ 



T^r 


■fir 

JTTcTPT^cr ^ ITT 

'a CS - 

50 

lb 

25 

40 

^UciFJ^^r f ^ffiTFT 

50 

15 

2 5 

40 

fRTr 

25 

3 5 

15 

20 


10 

20 

5 

10 


sqTOTr : — Tfqift fjtfra: tlT 'a''Tg:^t pTlT?fT^ 5r ^ JJJTT I 

[lit) iTtj; (iT:f^T)I-7i/^iq:w-i9/i-VII] 

^t) cfto I 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY PLANNING 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 14th June 1971 

S.O. 2553. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to article 309, 
the President hereby makes the following rules, namely: — 

1 . Short title, commencement and extent, — ( 1 ) These rules may be called the 
Central Government Health Scheme (Meerut) Rules, 1971. 

(2) They shall come into force on the 19th July 1971. 

(3) They shall extend to: — 

(i) such areas in Meerut as the Central Government may, from time to 

time, by order make in thl.s behalf, specify; 

(ii) all persons serving in connection with the aflali.? of the Union .stationed 

and having their headquarters at Meerut and residing in the areas 
aforesaid; 

Provided that the Central Government may, by order, exclude any class or 
category of persons from the scope of these rules. 
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2. Instructions relating to Delhi, Bombay and Allahabad Scheme shall apply 
to Meerut, Notwithstanding anything contained In the Secretary of States” Service': 
(Medical Attendance) Rules. 1B38. the Central Services (Medical Attendance) 
Rules, 1944 or the All India Services (Medical Attendance) Rules, 1954, the instruc- 
tions issued from time to time by the Government of India relating to the Central 
Government Health Scheme as In lorce in Delhi, Bombay and Allahabad shab 
apply mutatis mutandis in respect of persons mentioned in sub-rule (3) of rule. 

Provided that the Central Government may, from time to time, by order made 
In this behalf, modify the said Scheme in so far os it is applicable to Meerut. 

[No, F. 24-12/60-H,]! 

P. C. ARORA, Under Secy- 



lONlSISI? 

(Dep artm ent of Banting) 

Neijo Delhi, the 8 th Jung 1971 

S.O. 2554. — Statement of the A&irs of the Reserve Bank of India, as on the 28th May, 1971. 

Banking Dbpakikent 


LIABILITIES 


ASSETS 


Capital Paid Up 


Reserve Fund 


^National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 
Fund 


y^tional Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


Deposits : — 


(a) Government 

(e) Central Government 
(it) State Governments , 


5,00,00,000 Notes 

Rupee Coin 

150,00,00,000 Small Coin 


Natimal Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 95,00,00,000 


Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

172,00,00,000 (a) Internal 

(ij External 

(e) Government Treasury Bills 

37,oojOoyDOO Balances held abroad* 
Investments** 

Loam and Advances to ; — 
95,00,00,000 (j) Central Government 


61,39.69,000 

3,83,17,000 


(a) State Governments@ . 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(0 Scheduled Commeidal Bankst 

(fi) State Co-opeitfive Bankstt 

(«) Others .... 


Loans, Advances and Investments from National Agri- 
cultural Ctedit (Long Term Opeatkms) Fund 


19,74,16,000 

3.15.000 

4.06.000 


16.73.29.000 

30.21.52.000 

73,54,64!Ooo 

63 . 18 . 02.000 


371,89,82,000 


131,30,92,000 

23Z,16,02,000 

5,82,95,000 
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liabilitik 

Rs. 

assets 

Rs. 

(6) Banks 


Co) Loans and Advances to : — 


(0 Scheduled Commercial Banks 

214,41,19,000 

(i) Stale Govemmemts .... 

42,03,68,000 

(n) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks ■ 

10 , 44 , 79,000 

(n) State Co-operative Banks .... 

19,63,83,000 

(m) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

So, 1 5,000 

(at) Central Land Mortgage Banks 


(10) Other Banks , . . . . 

37 , 59,000 

(b) Investment in CentralLand Mortgage Bank Debentures 

Loans and Advances from National Agri< 3 iltural Credit 

(StabiL'sation) Fund .... 9,62,09,000 

(c) Others : 

• 65,65,60,000 

Loans and Advances to Stale Co-operative Banks 

8,30,42,000 

Bills Payable 

Other Liftbilities ...... 

58,88,00,000 

248,34,76,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund : — 

(а) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank. 

(б) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by the 

Development Bank ..... 

Other Assets ........ 

38.25.21.000 

55.61.16.000 

Rupees 

1123,14,94,000 

Rupees 

1123,14,949000 


‘Includes Cashj Fised Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

‘“Excluding Investraents from the National Agriotltural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Indnstrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 


@Excladiiig Loans and Advances from theNatiooal Agricaiitural Credit (Long Teitn Operations) Fund, but incladiitgtemporary oveidraftsto State 
Governments. 

tlocJudesRs. 71,04,92, o» advanced to scheduled commercial Banks against usance bills under Section iX 4 Xc) of the Reserve Bank of India Act. 

ttEsduding Loans and Advances from the NationaL^griCUltujai Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund sid the National Agricultural Credit (Stabili- 
satica) Fund. 

Dated the 2nd day of June, 1971 
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All Accooat purstiant to the Retwre Bankof ladk Act, 1934, for the week coded tbeaSth day (rf May, 1971 

Issue Department 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Rs. 




Gold Coin and Bullion : — 



Notes held ia the Banking Department 

19,74,16,000 


(a) Held in India .... 

183,53,11.000 





(6) Held outside India . 

• . 


Notes in cucculation 

4369,66,18,000 


Foreign Securities 

303,42,00,000 


Total Notes issued 


4389,40.34,000 

Total 


485.95.11,000 




Rupee Coin . • . , 


40,52,96,000 




Government of India Riqtee Seenrities 


3862,92,27,000 




Internal Bills of Exchange and other 
commercial paper 


•• 

Total Li abilities 


4389,40,34,000 

Total Assets 


433940,34,000 


(Sd.) S. Jagannathan, 


Goremor. 

Dated the 2nd day of June, 1971. — [No. F. 3{3)-BC/7i] 

K. Yesuratnam, Under S^. 
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2554. — 2STr|, 1971 

fsTrl 

(^■ftwT f^nrnr) 

qf fe^ft, 8 197 1 


^ K'5l4 ^ ?rrF ■rIS'MI ^ qTqfq h^FI ^ ^ <*4 


^ TrrfepTt 


^«eirT .... 

5 , 00 , 00,000 jfte .... 

19,74,16,000 

flTTfir^T r^iT^ 

. 150,00,00,000 ^ qrr ftmT 

3,1’5,000 

rr^ ^ . 

^ fTFHT 

. 4,06,000 

f^FlTq) . 

. 172,00,00,000 ?rk : — 




16,73,29,000 


37 , 00 , 00,000 (^) 

* « • 


(q) ETqrrft' 

30,21,52,000 


95 , 00 , 00,000 Mwt ^ WT |?n T'FIOI* 

73,54,64,000 

sfJTTtrPinTt — 

{q^** 

68,1 8,02,000 


^ ?Tk?Tfim : — 


{?r) eT+TO — 



(i) fTt^TT . 

61,39,69,000 (i) qw? qrt 

1 , « 

(ii) fT7:4i-i> . 

3,83,17,000 (ii) TTsq qr+Tff qft@ 

. 371,89,82,000 

(g') — 

^ : — 


(i) . 

. 214,41,19,000 (i) tqit Tftf 

131,30,92,000 

(ii) ■^T'jq {1 qqi 

10,44,79,000 (ii) TFiq q^+'iO qftft 

232,1 6,02.000 


(iii) pri ^ . 

5,82,95,000 
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( iii) 4^ . 80,15,000 Trefftir ^ {fr4^T?frH fwtr) 

?rfinT ^ 

(iv) 5I73T ^ . . . . 37,59,000 (^} ^ ?fh: srftrJT : — 

(i) ITOlTCf ^ . . 42,03,68,000 

(ii) xr^ ^ . . 1 9,63,83,000 

(iii) ^ 

(>t) iTf^T . . . . . 65,65,60,000 (>a) ^ ^ . 9,62,09,000 

^ . . . . . 58,88,00,000 ^ {f?TfRr??JT) ^ 

^31^ .... 248,34,76,000 71^ ^ ^ ilH ^Tfim . 8,30,42,000 

?T>tfipr+- ^ %TnT) ^ 

?Tf^ ?f\7: f^T?5T . . , 38,25,21,000 

(^) 5T7T 

?i^ ?iTfenrr .... 55,6i,i6,ooo 

^ . . , 1123,14,94,000 ^ 1 123,14,94,000 

^'1‘Ti'fr, >491 wl'f. Tf^nTRprr § i 

**Trc^fTf^^ ^ (?iw5ftfTfeTit) If 1 1 

fwt ) ^ ^rflw ?n1^^ ^ I, T?7g xr^ ^73nTf % m^i'jfi 41)4 if to: wiTjt^ 1 1 

^ ^ I'fw sTf^iPT ^ ^TTf 17 ( 4 ) (n) ^ ^ Ti: ?rfwf4^ Jit 71 , 04 , 92 , 000 /- 

^ VlTli| t4 t I 

tf'<i'^'^ fIrfeqH (f«rd^roir) ^ 4frr ?rfiR ^rff 1 1 


grf^ : 2 1971 
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SITS ?rfk% 3 riT, 1934 % >Tf, 1971 ^ 28 crrftg ^ ^irrg- p % f^tr 





*nfw^r 

64*1 

^5%^ ^ |13[ 

4)4 , 

^ fffe 

19,74,16,000 

4369,66,16,000 


>3 

(ar) ^ wr |W 

(^) ^iKcl % ^l^<. '4<dl §4<l 

1 82,53,1 1,000 

• • 

303,42,00,000 


- 


3nf^ f^- 5ftT 


4389,^0,34,00p 

luff %fni 

485,95,1 1,000 

40,62,96,000 

6602,92,27,000 



4389,40,34,000 

f^T ijifw^rf 

4 3 8 9,40,34,0 0 0 


{?o) 5(WPH, 
I 

[^o 'ETo ?( 3 )»fto ^0/71] 

n ^ f 


cITfrg : 2 197 1 
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(Department of BanklnfU 

New Delhi, the 11th June 1971 

S.O. 2555. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 53 read with Section 
56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government on 
the recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provi- 
-sions of sub-section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act shall not apply to the under- 
noted co-operative banks for a further period of one year with effect from 1st 
March, 1971. 

(1) The Prudential Co-operative Urban Bank Ltd., Secunderabad. 

(2) The Co-operative Central Bank Ltd., Nellore. 

[No. F. 16-2/71-ACTI.I 


firkin) 

1 1 1971 

tRo Wto 2 5 55. — tf^Rf^r^TWr 1949 ( 1949 ^ ^ tITTT 

66 ^ RT«r qfer erm 53 % sni srew ^ srfRi ^ rttpit, 

■RKffk lift Ti: «ftf«rd Wt | ^rfiifdTTR dft rri 

1 1 dft dT-RKT (i) ^ T5?ft 1971 % dft wfdRdd ^IdfET % 

'fdlRfidfed d^dilft TT RT*T d^ .’ — 

( 1 ) dt 'jifTiTR ?r#d tdi fTPFdrrdTd 

( 2) ft ditWltfed 

[do ddio 15-2/71-f[o^froIT] 
New Delhi, the 14th June 1971 

S.O. 2656. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 53 read with 
Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949'), the Central Govem- 
tment on the recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that 
the provisions of sub-scction (1) of Section ll of the said Act shall not apply to. 
the Natlona Co-operative Bank Ltd., Bombay for e, further period of one year 
"With effect from 1st March, 1971. 

[No. F. J5-6/71-ACII.1 

dtfTc^V, 14^d, 1971 

I^Ro Wto 2556 — ffT'Tfarrdddd, ^rrsrrddd 1949 (l949 TTdddt) dff RTTI 
•■56 % RTq dfer RTU 63 % 5RT 5Ff?r trfdddf sr#T *6^ §)![, dWlT, 

’mTdtd fTdf f df fdnftd 'TX, itdpTU dtr^d dilirft | fd? ddd" srfRfdinT dfv RKT 

1 1 BT-RTTf (1) % dlf, 1971 irqj jtT dff srfMW Wdfil % fdir 

dffiSTTT^fed td? dfdf T?: Rfd d^ d I 

[ 1 WT 1760 isjelii-^o II] 

New Delhi, the 16th June 1971 

S, O. aJ57. — -In of Che povers coifcrred b/soction 53 of th: Banking Regulation 

Act, 1943 (lo of 19 p), th: CM"ral aj/iriim: It on th: recommendation of the Reserve Bank of 
Ii lia, hereby declares that the orovisions of su’o-clauscs (i) and (ii) of clause (c) of sub-section 
fi) section 10 of the said Act shall n.ot apply, till the 30th June, 1972 to the undermentioned 
binki i 1 so far as the said provisions prohibit their respective Custodians and/or Chief Executive 
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Officers, by whatever name called, from being the director of the Agricultural Finance Corpora- 
tion Ltd. bemg a cempanj registered under the Ccmpanica Act, 1956 (i of 1956). 


Name of Bank 


Name of the Custodian/Chief Executive- 

Officer 


1. Punjab National Bank 

2. Bank of India 

3. BankofBaroda . 

4. Central Bank of India . 

5. United Commercial Bank . 

6. Union Bank of India . 

7. DenaBank 

8. Bank of Maharashtra . 

9. Indian Overseas Bank 

I o. National and Grindlays Bank Ltd, 

II. The Chartered Bank . . 


Shri S. C. Trikha, Custodian 
Shrl J. N. Saxena, Custodian 
Shri M. G. Parikh, Custodian 
Shri B. N. Adarkar, Custodian^ 

Shri R. B. Shah, Custodian 
Shri P. F. Gutta, Custodian 
Shri R. A. Gulmohamed, Custodian 
Shri C. V. Joag, Custodian 
Shri R. N. Chettur, Custodian 
Mr. W. M, Bennett, Chief Manager for 
India. 

Mr. I. S. Gordon, Chief Manager for 
India. 


[No. F. 13-2/71-AG I] 

ftetfl'} 16 1971 

IJFo 2557. — 1949 ( 1 949 'FT 1 O^f ) 

STTU 53 % STTT smr ^ TFItil gtr vnTcfltT ^ 

fti'FTfUir ti?i^g:iTT ^tfrcT I ^5feT tfft tTTTT 1 0 jf)- ^'9177 ( 1 ) ^ 

(f) % (i) WtT (ii) % gtT5?ET qT 30 1972 CRT 

tiqi fqt # qfFJqrd 

srfsrqrrfrq)' qvt 'qrt q f%Tfr ftb ^ ^ 5^1^ ff, ffq fqfi fdntr % fqtw 
^ I, ^ qrPT^ «Tf9fqqR 1956 ( 1956 q^vU) % itFatl^ T^tf 
I I 


sfF' q> dw 

^r»T'<«l7T/iX^ qtlTTrd TPsTTltl' TT 

1 . M'Jii't 

. «fV tFRo Ito fTdT, iqf^TOTT 

2. ^ 'mqi wFtw 

j-it 'lo'trqo BdffdT, ^TrJFfSfTqt 

3 . wiqi WtdT 

tsft tnio jffo qiPriST, ^TpiTTdiT 

4 . It ?nqT 

. tifr Ito tTTTo 51T1W7:, ^rfiRSTqr 

5 . 1 tjcs qiiT fold'd TT 

. «ft TRo Ito iTTif, srimeTqi 

6. q^Pidd liF ^Midi ^fttyqr 

tfto trrfjo rjOT, STpiReTT 

7. 

STTTo 1 X 0 FrflRdiqr 

8. It wqi qfTTPs^- 

. tit Ito IPo Tpq, FrfTT^Tqi 

9 . tferq TtqrlTd tT . 

. ^ STRo trq-o ?lf^xSFF 

1 0. fqtrfflfsr It 

fviftt’^ ’IV »5vt3;° T ftnx qqiTTF 

1 1. Tr wt It 

. ^ ’41^0 tXTTo q"! ^d, qfTTfT T Pdf’ qd-tldi 


[Tiw Ttqio 13-2/71-1X0 Tfto IJ 
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S.O. 2558. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 53 of the Banking 
Begulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government on the recommendation 
of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of sub-clauses (i) 
and (ii) of clause (c) of sub-section (1) of section 10 and sub-sections (2) and 
(4) of section lOB of the said act shall not apply, till the 30th June, 1972 to the 
Vijaya Bank Ltd., Mangalore, in so far as the said provisions prohibit Shri M. 
Sunder Ram Shetty, Its Chairman (Chief Executive Officer) from being the 
Director of the Agricultural Finance Corporation Ltd., which is a company regis- 
tered under the Companies Act, 1958 (1 of 1956). 

[No. F. 13-2/71-ACI.] 
L. D. KATARIA, Dy. Secy, 
2558. — 1949 (l949 ^10Tt)^ 
m-U 5 3 % giTT TTM SPT TTBT RTTfftT ^ ^ 

f^lfTR' TT RtfTT I f’F TW itrftlftraR ^ RTO 1 0 ^ RT-RRI ( 1 ) % 

(r) %TT-I 3 ni® (i) (ii) RRT triTT 10-^ spv TT-RITI ( 2) ( 4) % TTW 

RR fRF #55 RriB^T TT 30 1972 cTY Rl^ Rf t dRi # 

RTRR WEREJ (iJkR RTrJrtt^ «fr triTo TlR 51^ Rrl flfr 

fRRR ftrfp.SS- 4T ?r TiRifl t ^ ^rfErfRER 19 5 6 ( 1 9 5 6 RR RIRT ) 

% t I 


[RRRT I^Rio 13 - 2/7 1-qo ifto I] 

TTRo ^0 RlRTfw, 
RR-Rf^f I 


(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 16th June 1971 

S.O. 2669. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 53 of the Baaikinj 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949) and Rule 16 of the Banking Regulation (Compa- 
nies) Rules, 1949, the Centra] Government, on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of section 31 of the said Act anc 
Rule 15 of the said Rules shall not apply to the undernoted banking companies ir 
so far as they relate to the publication of their balance sheets and profit and lose 
accounts for the year ended the 3lst December, 1970, together with the auditor’s 
report In a newspaper 

(1) P. N. N. Bank Ltd., Salem. 

(2) Shree Poornathrayeesa Vllasojn Bank Ltd., Tripunlthura, 

(3) United Mercantile Bank (Assam) Ltd., Golaghat. 

[No. F. 15(16)-BC/71.] 
R, K. S undares AN. Under Secy. 

(ifvR fRRTR) 

Wf fReefi, 16 ^R, 1971 

tfRo wto 2559. — tfRRT fRpRWT wftrf^R, 1949 ( 1 949 RR RRRt) RfV 
tnn 5 3 ^'f%R fRfRWT (RRR^fi-) fRWR^, 1 949 % TrRR 16% gRTI RRTT 

JtrfRRRf RR RRtR RT% f %r^rR R^RTR, f<5r^ tRT Rft ffRFifOfr RT, RWaPCr RlfTR RTfft 
I fR. RRR RTftlfRRR- ^ tplj 3 1 RRT fRRRTR^ % TrRR 15 % fRTRf%fRIR 

^f%R RTFRfRiff Rt, RRT TRRR RR RftRfRRi % 3 1 fRRTRT, 1 970 RRTR 
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itTt: ^ifET % ^jsrt % ?Trq- ^-'st % ^nrr^ 

sjEfn-^R ^ t ^ ?tEf ; — 

1. ifro iT^o E%^T 

2. fT?rr?flTr ^4? f^5ffT<*j<T 

3. TTTf^?r (Ecnm) TftoTrair i 

[ESqr 1^4)0 13( 16)-^o?fVo/7i] 
mTo %o 5141; ^rfET^r i 


(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 21st June 1971 

S.O. 2560.— In exercise of the powers conferred by proviso to clause (a) of sub- 
section (8) of Section 7 of the Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of 
Undertakings) Act, 1970 (6 of 1970) the Central Government hereby appoints Shri 
M. K. Venkatachalam, Joint Secretary Department of Banking, Ministry of Fin- 
ance, New Delhi as a member of the First Board of Directors of the Canara Bank 
in place of Shrl K. Ramamurthy, with immediate effect. 

[No. 2(5)PSB-SB/7.1.] 

fff feEvft, 21 1971 

2560. — *frr EtrfwfN ff^iT VRrx’n) iflfsrfwr, 1970 
(lOTO^ffTK^t) '^sTPcr 7 4frB4'-aKr ( 3 ) (^} ^msr^vrfkmf 4tt srffRr 

417^ ftr %r-^)rT HTdiR qffTSfTT fffsrnr, fsrff fff %■ tiijw 

?fr %o I'+dHvl-ff Ept «ft %0 TTRIJ^ V iPTTff Tt: W7T ^ 5WT Iff^iTr'T 

RTUT ffrfrm PlffW | I 

[ffo 2(5) ipo t[ffo ^0/71.] 


S.O, 2561. — In exercise of the powers conferred by proviso to clause (a) of 
sub-section (3) of Section 7 of the Banking Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of 
Undertakings) Act, 1970 (6 of 1970) the Central Government, hereby appoints Shrl 
M K. Venkatachalam, Joint Secretary, Department of Banking, Ministry of Finance, 
New Delhi, as a member of the First Board of Directors of the Syndicate Bank in 
place of Shri K. Ramamurthy, with immediate effect. 

[No. 2(5)PSB-SB/71.J 
D, K, SEN, Under Secy- 


ttBo wto 256 i. — Rwtr 411 ffTff ?rfaiwT, 1970 

( 1970 4ff TTW) 7 4fi'l3T-!mT (s) (4?) fRT SffRT WpFPff 4ff JTfftff 

•titS t[qqai tl ^ f%i7r fffTTPr, RlirTNff, dRff "STf 

o %o 4it %o TPPjfff % PETIff TT: f4i % WT ^ 

471 “tit'll ^ I 

[TfSffT 2(5) Efto ^oJ^o ^0/71] 

#[0 I 
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(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Income-Tax 

New Delhi, the 7th June 1971 

S.O. 2563,— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (iii) of Clause 
.(44) of Section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby authorises Shri Roshan Lai, who is a Gazetted Officer of the Central 
'Government to exercise the powers of Tax Recovery Officer under the said Act. 

2, This notification shall come into force with immediate effect. 

[No. 172 (F. No. 404/131/71-ITCC.] 

(TT5(T*r rfhrr f^^rnr) 

wwc 

7 1971 

2562. — WTddiT 1961 ( 1 96 1 dff 43) df)- ETRI 2 % 

way ( 44) %■ (iii) JRT wf^cFTf sft TtWd 

dit, 5rt %?frir % TRq-fd'T ^rrtr^Rt I, ^fftirdTiT %■ nEfld dR 
?rfwdf dff spitT % fvffT trrr^rffT i 

2. d? ?rftr^w sp^fT iWV I 

[Ro 172 in-o Ro 404/l3l/71-5rrfo Sto ?fto (fto] 

S.O. 2563. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-clause (iii) of Clause 
,(44) of Section 2 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) the Central Govern- 
ment hereby authorise Shri H, N, Saxena, who is a Gazetted Officer of the Cen- 
•Jtral Government to exercise tho powers of a Tax Recovery Officer under the said 
Act. 

2, This notification which supersedes Notification No. 137 (F. No. 404/24/71- 
TTCC), dated 29th April, 1971 shall come into force with effect from 15th June, 
1971. 

[No. 174 (F, No. 404/24/71-ITCC).] 
S. K. LALL. Dy. Secy. 

IJRo Wto 2 5 63. — SnWT 'frfsrfdW, 1961 ( 1 96 1 dff 43) RRT 2 % 

(44) % 'd'EH'Jd (iii) ani irth ^iTdiPTf dr sniiiT dR^ (ronr 

Ifdo ITiTo R«Hldl dit, ^ T'-lfl'if (TUfiR % (Hlfdd trfSRlRt !Tf6rfdqR' % 

dR illfildTft dfl ?Tf^lr dd 5rT>r dRift^ I 

2. ?rFirfi,dHr sft ?rf!EjRdr ro 137 (ddo 404/24/71 el (ft r 1) 
?rrft5r 29 wid, 1 97 1 dft *Tf!r>FRT dRift 15^, 1971^ ^>ft 1 

[(fv 174 (Wo (fo 404 / 24/7 l-?nfo ^to (fto (fto] 

^ I 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 14th June 1971 

S.O. 3564.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Rule 4 of the Life 
jEosurance Corporation Rules, 1956, the Central Government hereby accepts the 




3586 the gazette OF INDIA: JULY 10, 1971/ASADHA 19, 1893 [Part II— 


resignation of (i) Shri Raj Krishna and (ii) Sayed Akbar Husain from the- 
membership of the Life Insurance Corporation of India with effect from 15th and, 
24th May, 1971 respectively. 

[No. F. l(5)-Ins.II/70.], 
R. K. MAHAJAN, Dy, Secy.. 

fenV, 1 4 ^ 1971 

<rTo WTo 2564. — fWI 1956 % 4 BTU STTIT 

sfiT irqH grr r-uftr (i) >5fl: TTsif sfh; (ii) ^ ^ tt NrefEr 

sfTRT ^ ^ Wir: 15 trf ?fk 24 1971 ^ cUUm 

T'fik'K t I 


[Ro TTo l(5)-^rtTT-|l/70] 


STRo 'ST Rf'^rT I 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Income-Tax 

New Delhi, the 16th June 1971 

S.O, 2565. — It Is hereby notified for general information that the institution 
mentioned below has been approved by the Secretary, Department of Agriculture, 
Ministry of Food, Agriculture, Community Development and Co-operation, the 
prescribed authority, for the purposes of clause (a) of sub-section (1) of Section 35(3 
of the Income Tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961): 

Institution 

The ICMF Cotton Development and Research Association, Bombay. 

[No. 191/F. No. 202/30/70-IT(AII).J 

(TT5^^ sftm f^>TTT) 

16 1971 

tTRo !l>o 2 565: — E^RTSnT’ir ^ IT? fsTTl 

% f ft R SRT, leei (i 96 i^ 43) 

*fr OTU 3 5 n ’Si ^'TSTTO ( 1 ) % (* 6 ) ^ % ftpr ^ ftur fitiT 

I * 


REiir 

Iirf 0 ifto liRo rriRo ifTt3R i 

[r’ 191 (Tiro Ro 202/30/70-?IT^o ^to 



Sec- 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; JULY 10, 197I/ASADHA 19, 1893 3587 


S.O. 2566. — It is hereby notified for general information that the concern men- 
tioned below has been approved by the Central Board of Direct Taxes for the pur- 
poses of sub-section (2) of Section 35D of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961): 

Institution 

Engineers India Ltd., New Delhi. 

[No. 192/F. No. 203/11/71-ITAILl 
S. BHATTACHABYYA. Dy. Secy. 

Wto 256 6 . — ^ f^iTT aUdl | 

*61 STR^lTiT JTf? STTT, SfmiT 1961 ( I 9 6 1 *61 

43) *ifl srnr 35^ ^ iitort ( 2) % snrtsirrl ^ fHtt ^ ^ 1 

[llo 9To 192 /lio 203/1 1 / 71 - SlTfo ito (1T2)] 
tT(To I 


CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

Estate Duty 

New Delhi, the 25th March 1971 

S.O. 2567. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2A) of section 
4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953), and in supersession of all previous 
notifications on the subject, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that 
an Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax, appointed to be the Appellate (Controller 
of Estate Duty with headquarters at Madras shall perform his functions of an 
Appellate Controller of Estate Duty in respect of, 

(a) the estates of deceased persons assessed to estate duty by an Assistant 

Controller of Estate Duty, and 

(b) the estute.s of deceased persons in relation to which an appeal lies under 

section 62 of the E.state Duty Act, 1953, against an order passed by an 
Assistant Controller of Estate Duty, 

where such As.sistant Controller has in exercise of his functions under the Estate 
Duty Act, 195.3 made such asse,ssments or passed such orders — ' 

<I) In any area comprised within the Juri.sdiction of the Commissioners of 
Income-tax mentioned below: 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Madras-1, 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Madras-II. 

Commissioner of Incorpc-tax, Kerala. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Mysore. 

(ii) In respect of any of the estates of the deceased persons who wore being 
assessed to income-tax in the .lurisdlctlon of the Commissioner of 
Income-tax, (Central), Madras. 

2 . This notification shall corpe into force with effect from the 1st April, 1971, 

[No. 3/F. No, 1/9/67-E.D.] 


JIcUQT ^ Sjti 
TTPT?!— 

^ 25 1971 

qRo W>o 2567. — 1953 ( 1953 *61 34) *6[ tUTT 4 *!?[■ 
IBqRlTT (2*6) riTT 51561 51 fid jff ^ 5nTiiT S6T^ gtr fqqTTT 
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srPsT^TiTTf tT f fT^sfr | Tt? 

■T5rTTT ^TrJTF^: fTfT TT^Tlr ?r^TTr PtTS'F r-T'JfT fTTFr 

■IJ5TTTT T^ ^ I ^ — 

(t) ^TTT aTfTTTf Tf TFTTm fTTFf ?rETTr TirTTT T^TTF 

fTTTT JRf fw TTf 5frT 

(t) ifTT ^TFTT'Tf T^TTWr, f^TT^ ^TTT tT T7E TFeiFTTiT 1953 

Tt SITTf 62 % sr^T TfrTT T^T^T fTTTF ITU Tfi^ TTf^ifr 

% fiu.i scrcfTT Tt ^r TTTlr t, 

^ U'ftvft T’^TIT fiTIF % TT^ fTTjff Tf TTUT T^TT, TT^rm flTI^r 

• %, TFTTT 5pF srfsrfwT, 1 9 5 3 % WsfTi ^icTf TT TTUT — 

(i) fTTft>?TT»i^ifr5rT ^trrJTTT ^r|■^JT^f^ ^luFtTFrfTaT % ^“[Tn; 

STTTT : — 


mTTn; UETTI, TSrT-l 
TTTTTT WJJTT TTIfTT-ll 
TITTIT ?Tr'^-fo %TT 
TTEFF^ UETII 

(ii) TT ^rTT.TJfr Jifr, f^TTirr 'ifTTFC <TTTIiT UiTTj, {^^^) 

TffftHTo'^rfsrTrfT'TT Jrfw^r t^t | Ti*KT*ff it tr fTT^ft ^ ^'tfTOrr'ir f*Fq 
V 5f ITT UTiu irfri f!FC[ 5'f I 

2. T^urftT^^iTr I'STTfT, 19 71%5TITT I 

[To 3/^0 1 / 9^6 7-^0 ¥> 0 ] 

S.O, 2568. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2A) of section 
4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953), and in supersession of all previous 
notifications on the subject, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that 
an Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax, appointed to be the Appellate Controller 
Of Estate Duty with headquarters at Bombay shall perform his functions of an 
.Appellate Controller of Estate in respect of, 

(a) the estates of deceased persons assessed to estate duty by an Assistant 

Controller of Estate Duty; and 

(b) the estates of deceased persons in relation to which an appeal lies under 

section 62 of the Estate Duty Act. 1963, against an order passed by an. 
Assistant Controller of Estate Duty, 

■where such Assistant Controller has in exercise of his functions under the Estate 
Duty Act, 1953 made such assessments or passed such orders: — 

(I) In any area comprised within the jurisdiction of the Cornmlssioners of 

Income-tax mentioned below; — 

Commissioner of Incoipe-tax, Bombay Clty-I. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Bombay Clty-II, 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Bombay City-IIJ. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Qujarat-L 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Gujarat-II. 

Commissioner of Income-tax. Gujarat-III. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Vidarbha and Marathwada, Nagpur, 

(II) in respect of any of the estates of the deceased persons who were being 

assessed to income-tax in the jurisdiction of the Commissioner of 
Income-tax, (Central), Bombay. 

2, This notification shall come Into force with effect from the. 1st April, 1971, 

[No. 4/F. No. 1/9/67-E.D.] 
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Wto 2568. — HTW VJFF 1953 (l953 JfT 34),. 

4^1yMyKi ( 2 ^) sKrsr^Tfrf^Jili'fTsnfi’T'frT^ ^rk t?: ?r*ft 

'1,’ffFT wfKi'T!T?r nww «p7: tra^siTr 

f »F ?mf*FT STPT W ff.m TWT % hAt f^E^FT . 
iJWmJT ^ I, — 

(^) iicRi JiTf'raiif irnw^ff, fsnwT i!j?^ kt^TTir ^T^TTPfr ■ 

IF ffTO Tyiit TpiT ?rk 

(w) *qf«raqf HTqqiwf, fi3iH%#?ik^r^r^'i^i!j?'F5rrafFqq, losa-' 

qfy am 6 2 % ETqqi 9 t?«f ini ftt % 7 

qft ^ ^FRft 

^)V aumci ?rft^ H^qirr S citt yt m 1^.1 iftitt , 
i«mqi spfv ufafyaq, 1 9 5 3 % wfk ?nT% i^qf FT qraiT ^r — 

(i) if lift ffHaftifti?! «ni;,«FT *i5t flfaFFfkr % »ft?r?x 
*rmT?\ : — 

wryt qqr-I 

WiF'm w I ^" fVi , 'I ■‘I <— II 

?rmr?: ftit-III 

wnFFT n i<^"W , q^Tra— I 

ariwT waqa', ij^3tTr?r-II 

flTFnpT !IT^Fa, q^TTRl'-III 

siFTYT srmqa', faaifrf srk amr 

(ii) y^r iraqr f^R^r str^t fHtrfTiF maFTT simw (%;ff^q)'' 

iTT^’f ^ ?rfaqrrfRT Jrfqar ^ t?t ^ ^ ^ aiaa 

fqakF qr Fika ?t 1 

2. q^'qfa^'qqr i?r^H, 1971 1 

[qo 4/'FToqt>/l)9/67-fo^o] 

S.O. 3569- — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2A) of ’ 
section 4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953), and in supersession of all 
previous notification on the subject, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby 
directs that an Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax, appointed to be the 
Appellate Controller of Estate Duty with headquarters at Calcutta shall perform- 
his functions of an Appellate Controller of Estate Duty in respect of, 

(a) the estates of deceased persons a-ssessed to estate duty by an Assistant 

Controller of Estate Duty, and 

(b) the estates of deceased persons in relation to which an appeal lies under 

section 62 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953, against an order passed by an 
Assistant Controller of Estate Duty, 

where such Assistant Controller has in exercise of his functions under the Estate- 
Duty Act, 1953 made such assessments or passed such orders — ■ 

(1) in any area comprised within the jurisdiction of the Commissioners of 
Income-tax mentioned below: — 

Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-I. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, West Bengal-II. 
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Commissioner of Income-tax, lyest Bengal, -III. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Assam, Nagaland, Tripura and Manipur. 
Commissioner of Income-tax, Bihar. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Orissa. 

(il) in respect of any of the estates of the deceased persons who were being 
assessed to Income-tax in the jurisdiction of the Commissioner of In- 
come-tax, (Central), Calcutta. 

2. This notification shall come into force with effect from the 1st April, 1971, 

[No. 6/F. No. V9/67-E.D.] 

H)) 2 ifJ'E ^rrq'M'TR', 1953 (l953 Tf 34) ^ 

frrcr 4 ttI jrc ( 2 t) Trc Tier w srifT 

g; f T T j T iTirl TrsT^TT T# fir, sfcW ^err | fT 

iT^rTfr ?rf!Tf,T fir^ frcKi fTdr ddr 5 

tffT fsTT T TSTf^ f dTdlTdT — 

fdddT gTTf fTdT ddl ?>, 

( dfT<?r«lf, HTdi? TTff dF'Tdr i^f h' ^rRlfT Td 195 3, 

ETKr 6 2 % IT df fd-T IffTTf fdTdF aT^T rTt[ % 

■-lf[ TfTT Tftfr T^Tfr-T/K 'TTT5> Tr> ET'f Ff Tr-JTT -Tt'T', ^(T dfWdf d, 

d'trPTdfr, 1953% irtrlT itt^ jfqrTfTrdd tf — 

(i) sdd Jr 5ft fdt='ifdfiad’ mddfd dft 

srrdT ft ; — 

?rriT5T3: srr^dd, TfTdtft 1 
srwTT ?n^«rd, qf^^fft fdr?T-II 
Tfrdfft dtlT^-III 

?rrw?: wd, didr^r, ^ftT d^tjd 

TTrtrTT sqr^dd, 
srriRiT ?Trddd, dftdT 

(ii) dd dddf adfddiff f^rdTT fdErfcd ^Tiddd, (^-iftd) 
diddifTT 'A' ^rfdnffdT if fw ^rt Tfr Sf Jr f^ift ^ 

^Jtfdtji^fTq'fl^dT^%5n%wTrfT^ 1 

i. df tr fa ' f[‘4d l 1 !T^, 1971 Jt STfW ft^ I 

[Tfo s/difo ?ro 1/9/6 7-fo ifVo] 


S.O. 2570. — in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2A) of section 
4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1963), and in supersession of all previous 
notification on the subject, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that 
an Assistant Commis.sioner of Income-tax, ap^'ninted to he the Appellate Con- 
troller of Estate Duty with headquarters at Calcutta shall perform nis functions 
-of an Appellate Controller of Estate Duty in respect of. 

(a) the estates of deceased persons assessed to estate duty by an Assistant Con- 
troller of Estate Duty, and 
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(b) the estates of deceased persons In relation to which an appeal lies under 
section 62 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953, against an order passed by an 
Assistant Controller of Estate Duty. 

'Where such Assistant Controller has in exercise of his functions under the Estate 
Duty Act. 1953 made such assessments or passed such orders — 

(i) in any area comprised within the jurisdiction of the Commissioners of 
Income-tax mentioned below: — 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Delhi-I. 

Commissioner of Income-tax. Delhi-U. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh and Delhi-Ill, 
Commissioner of Income-tax, Rajasthan. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Punjab, Jammu & Kashmir and Chandigarh. 
Commissioner of Income-tax, Madhya Pradesh. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Lucknow. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Kanpur. 

(il) in respect of any of the estates of the deceased persons who were being 
assessed to incOme-tax In the jUris.diction of the Cemmissioner of. 
Income-tax, (Central), Delhi. 

2, This notification shall come into force with effect from the 1st April, 1971. 

[No. 6/r. No. 1/9/67-E.D.] 

sit) 2570. — TPTR TTcTT IirtrrffipT, 1953 ( 1953 ^1 34) 'fft 
fJRI 4 prir TTtTRl ( 2^) SRT ST^fl ^ ^ 

’ ^TfEr^dTlff JfTT ITi'JTtT fir, qy-jtJT Tcir^T ^ tTcTTSHT ^ | 

nr?! fffiiTT: feTr w t !Ttc 

feift if I, — 

(ti) sTfffifff # Rfqrwf, fTRir rptti Ttj'rijt 

^1=^? sre feiiT t-tt ft, iiffr 

{^) sqfsFciiff # RFiTTwlr, RpRT Tjcin srfsrFfrinT, 

19 53 Tff triH 62 % ^TEffd’, RfRRT RPT5T HRT SRI 

FfT'T ’TIT ^ ^ tr Ririfff | , 

dH- !5r<ftRr TtqTT TJRi fTTRTI if! !TT^ TI 'TKTff Ep-^Rr, RfERl 

f’TTT’fr ir, TJe-p irfflFTEPT, 19 53 % iTiftT STRiT ^ TmT ^TRir H — 

(i) FpRf sffR if Tf fTCTfrFjT ^inj^df # ^rRmfcri 

% TftfR ^IffT ff : — 

UTRTTR ^TRT^cT, fTRff-I 

'Q 

WfiRR f^^-II 

^TPRR S'^W WfT f^Rft-III 

WPRR iqTiTW, TRTRTT 
srWTR Wf^TfT, TTR, srJR-JpTtftT RiT 
WRT^PT; RET 51^ 

WRR WTTfT, HmfRi 
^TPRR Wr^^cT, 'i M'l.T 

(ii) TT RfRi silfTcRff !fft, fTTTiT WRR7T FrRfTTT 5TPTTR 

^ if fw RPT^nff if if ^ wr, 

fRR’Rtr ^f, RT ^ir RT^ TtIrR fer ^ | 

2. R^ ^tFr^RRI 1 1 97 1 ir ^>ff I 

[Ro e/TiTo Ro l/9/67-^o fto] 
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S.O. 2571. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2A) of sec^ 
tion 4 of the Estate Duty Act, 1953 (34 of 1953), and In supersession of all 
T>revious notifications on the subject, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby 
directs that an Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax, appointed to be the Appel- 
late Controller of Estate Duty with headquarters at Hyderabad shall perform- 
his functions of an Appellate Controller of Estate Duty in respect of, 

(a) the estates of deceased persons assessed to estate duty by an Assistant 

Controller of Estate Duty, and 

(b) the estates of deceased persons in relation to which an appeal lie* 

under section 62 of the Estate Duty Act, 1963, againat an order' 
passed by an Assistant Controller of Estate Duty, 

where such Assistant Controller has in exercise of his functions under the Estate- 
Duty Act, 1963 made such assessments or passed such orders in any area com- 
prised within the jurisdiction of the Commissioners of Income-tax mentione<£ 
below: — 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Andhra Pradesh-L 
Commissioner of Income-tax. Andhra Pradesh-II. 

Commissioner of Income-tax, Poona. 

2. This notification shall come into force with effect from the 1st April, 1071. 

[No. 7/F. No. 1/9/67-E.D.] 
BALBIR SINGH, Secy. 

W)o 2571. — nrfsPitlF, 1953 (l953 34) 'iflfr 

4 ^3T«rTTT ( 2^) ITTT TT ftr, 

^ iRKW r«ftlT rUlT ^ %f\x 

TWTFPT Jr I, ^ — 

(^ ) vjq'f ffitr?7;nr e?iji«f Etqju 

f^^JF 5 Rr fw TO ft, FltT 

(vj) iTfTT SFt RTq7;i?ff, ^ SlftjfFFtT, 19 5 5 

^ srro 62 % ?rsftfr, srt frtr fit 

fare® ^ m H^rft tj 

"Ft WrtHt TOITT ^I'F % SlfiH pift SFT F|U ^F fFFF-iF 

?r, IBTO 1 953 % FP!?! flTT 'FT fiTHH & f'i Rt t Ijtt 

fTOTfFrf^Tr TO 'FT TOTTlt *1^ FTfUiFlfTO % «flfiT FTIflT ft ; — 

sp 

TO 'FT TO^d, FTT^FT 

tofft to'ET, tow 

TOTTO FTT^, ^ 

frotTiir fTTT ft tfl ^Tt FTT^TT TTpr^ fspir ft I 

2. Hf 1 FtSfT, 1971 If TOtT ftift I 

[Ro y/TTo ?io l/9/67--^o itoj 
Fuf, 1 


Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 16th April 1971 

SO 2572.— -In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
121 of the Income-tax Act, 1991 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
hereby makes the following amendment to the Schedule appended to its notifica- 
tion No. 20 (F. No. 55/1/62-IT) dated 30th April, 1963, published as S.O. 129S 
on pages 1464—1457 of the Gazette of India, Part II, section 3 sub-section (li)) 
dated the 11th May, 1963 as amended by Board's notification No. 79 (F. No. 65/ 
278/68-IT ( AI) dat^ 17th June, 1969. 
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"After the existing entry under column 3 against SL No. 15 relating to the 
Commissioner of Income-tax, Lucknow (viz. 32, Shahjahanpur) following shall be 
inserted: 

"33. Chandausi”, 

2. This notification shall come into force with effect from 26th April, 1971. 

[No. 114 (F. No. 187/6/71-IT(AI)] 

jrf 15 1971 

IJHo 2572. — 1961 (l961 ^ 43) tV mn 

121^ 'dM«i<T ( 1 ) rnr inm wPwtfli infm jti, swu «FT^rW 

SPTifI' 79 [Tjfo No 55/278/6<l-Nlt #[ (i)] 17-3-1969 

9TO 20 ('RTo No 55/ l/62-NTt ft) dT(t«r 30N3 n, 

1963^rNTTN;jN^|;g;^il3ftNTTcr %Tr3pr?%NTN 2,^, 3,^3^^ (ii)ffTftN llNf, 
1963, 1454 — 1457'n:TiTo ^TTo NTo 1 2 9 3 % FT «ft, 

^Kpiy-i TTNT I I 

(1) NTWT ilTli*ki NaRii {NNfll 32, HiT^^ifT;) ’PT No 

15%NTN^ 3 ^^ fWNR nM®? ^ PTWlfrifiJin NNI:- 

NTlflN PPNT ^XTNNT I 

“33 =91?^” 

( 2 ) N? 26 trtN; 1971 % SrN^^t ?>ft I 

[No U4('RoNo 187/6/71-NTf ft (qo I) 
New Delhi, the 26th April, 1971 

S. O. *573. — In cKCtdse of the powers conferred by section ia6 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Board of Direct taxes hereby makes the followliig 
addition to the schedule annexed to its notification No. i (F. No. 55/Z33/63-IT) dated 18-5-^. 

After serial number 6 1 in the said schedule, the following Item shall be added with effect from 

1-4-71. 


I 


2 


3 4 5 6 


62 Persons not domiciled in Income-tax 
India and not previously Officer, 
assessed or assessable Foreign 

any where in India who Section, 

apply for a certificate Trivand- 

under sub-section (i) rum. 

of section 230 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 . 
to the Income-tax 
Officer, Foreign Sec- 
tion, Trivandrum. 


lACoflT who AACofIT who THECIT 
has been appoin- has been invcs- having ju- 
ted to perform ted with powers rlsdlction 
the functions of to hear appeals over the 
aiilACoflTin against thede- ITO, Tri- 
respect of Fore- cislon of the IT- vandnim 
ign Section, Tri- Os in Trivan- 
vandrum. drum Circle. 


[No. 6 /F. No. i9i/38/70-IT(AI).] 

B. MADHAVAN, Under S-cy. 
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.10 sstJIpT, 1971 

wtf 2573 . — ?rnm' 1961(1961^43) ^ ottt 126 
3TTT JTW TlF^Rnff 'PT 5Jir>r ^FT^ 5T?IT9T <ET-^ sm)" ?fo 

1 (9510 ?r'o 55 / 23 / 63 - 511 ^ rlT^ 18-5-64 ^ ''JMN'fi if TT^r^gnm f^lTT- 

fPTftjcT PmtSPT TirdY t I 


T^T!Tijg;^Jr w 

T 0 6 1 ^ T!(Tr<T fT^TF^NTT ITT 

1-4-71 TT^ft^^^TT^ 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

4' 9ft 

!TN + < 

5iiii+< Fpr^t?iT9T 

TT^+ 5rftH 

WN4TT 

VTKT ?r ^tFet- 

^rFqrrrft, 

WiftiT 511^4^, 

5TTWT, ^TWFT 

5TF«RTTft, 

^Rfr ^ 

f^i?r 

9ft Ft^ 5TT- 

f9I% STT’TTiT 

F?r^^ 

xfVr tt 

f>»TT^, 

<TT>r 

?TfipT,^, 

TT ^tFeT- 

9?% «TTTT ^ 

t 


f^rriT TTfif^ 

“MfXfll 



F^T^aiW 5rf\^ 

% F^tFstwit % 


WK fTtrffriT 


5rp?4Tr*nwp 

sa 

Fitp^ 5Pft?r, 

5TFT4iT 

fw 1 


^ 4TT 


!TT^4cr 1 

ITT <3ft 



wfwTTtMr- 


%tfW ?T^ t 


Fvnt 

%r9fV»rf^ 1 


TTUTT 


fwwr^ 1 




wnm ?rFEr- 

f^, 1961 
OTTT 230 
TTSrRT 
( 1 ) % 5ra^ 
Jr9l«N'!( ^ 
%iT mi^rr 
JifswnfV 

f?fWT «ifr 
5rrT^ fjTWT 
1 1 


[isfo ej^o^o 19l/38/70-5nfo ^Vo (l^o WT^o ) ] 

^To irrtm, 5 ptt 1 
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MDWSTEY OF HOME AFFAmS 

New Delhi, the nth June 1971 

S.O. 3574,— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 492 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1893 (5 of 1898), the Centra] Government 
hereby appoints Shri C, K, Venkatanarasimhan, Advocate, Madras, as Public 
Pro.=«cutor to conduct in the Slate of Tamil Nadu cases of prosecutions ad the 
Instance of the Income-tax Department or ariy officer thereof In hi.s official capacity- 
2. The expenditure on the appointment of the Prosecutor will be borne by the 
Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue and Insurance). 

[No, F. 18/42/71-Judl.(A),]' 
B. SHUKLA, Dy. Secy. 




^ ferft 17 1971 


mo 2 5 74. — ]Fi^-5rfTitrT-?rf^cIT, 1898 ( 1898 ^ S) ^ t?RT 492 

BTNTTT ( 1 ) % Sm Jrerl WpFPff ^ gtr ^ViH’il RT+TT ^ ITfaTWT 

»jflr ifio %o ^ irnr-^PT fT'TFr tt I^Fifr srTa+rO' %, 

!i || H'K)r| 5r TT, dOlVrdW TTiiT ^r, SffmbiiT ^ triRNf % T-dlHTf ^ 

%IT rpr, iidT^RT, OFTW | I 

2. # f^f*frr TT fqri jraiNT (xm^ ^f>TT fwr) otti 


(Ro PTIo 18/42/7l-^TrftRi(T)] 




DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P.&T. Board) 

New Delhi, the I8th June 1971 

S.O. 2675.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Claruse (W) of Rule 2 of 
Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, the Director-General, Posts and Telegraphs declares 
that with effect from 1st August, 1971 (a) The local area of Changanacheiry shall 
cover an area within a radial distance of 5 Kms. from the Changanachefry Tele- 
phone Exchange. The demarcating boundary In the south, however shall bo res- 
tricted to Idinjlllam junction on the M. C. Road, 

(b) The local area of Kottayam shall cover an area within a radial distance of 
.5 Kms. from the Kottayam Telephone Exchan.gc. The demarcating boundary in the 
South, however shall be restricted on the present M. C, Road to the cross-lane just 
after me 5 Kms, stone from Kottayam (Just after Kalthayll house compound), on 
the old M. C. Road upto Pakkil junction and on the road from M. C. Road to puthu- 
pally via Pakkil, upfo Kaduvakulam junction, from Puthupajly side. 

(c) The local area of Alwaye shall cover an area within a radial distance of 5 
Kms. frorn the Alwaye Telephone Exchange. The demarcating boundary in the 
south-west shall however be restricted to the present Choornlkkara Panchayat 
boundary and the periyar river. The demarcating boundary In the east shall be 
restricted to Keezhumedu Road, passing by Kuttamas.sery Temple. 

(d) The local area of Tellicherry shall cover an area within a radial distance of 
5 Kims, from the Tehcherry telephone exchange. The demarcating boundary in the 
north-west, however shall be restricted to the Muzhappllanged river. The demarcat- 
ing boundary In the south and east shall be restricted to the boundary line between 
Tellicherry Taluk and Mahe Ten:itory_ 
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(e) The local area of Alleppey shall cover an area within a radial distance of 
5 Kms. from the Alleppqy Telephone Exchange. 

(f) The local area of Qullon shall cover an area within a radial distance of 6 
Kms. from the Qullon Telephone Exchange. 

[No. 3-29/70- PHB.] 
K. R. NAYAH, Director of Phones (E). 

HVIT ftWT 

(TW-fiTT «it¥) 

18 ap, 1971 

Wto 2 3 75, — 1 9 5 1 % dTT 2 % 

STTT srarr =pt iprk fir :?TT-dTT ^ftw *177:% f 1 1 97 1 

— 

(sp) ^ 7 rTT%f|- TFT ^«rpfk ^srrrdi^ff drf| [ »h)d ^ 5 fwtifts-j- 

ird^ ^ ^mr «f a' rptt arptirr 1 

Jf tfihi ttR 0 ?fl o <l« TT ^ferfar^tf ■jitisI'T dT7 

(«r) 5FT ?«rFflq‘ w ^dl^H 2'dt'hlfl % 5 fspriWlTi: % ^ftdT 

1 if itro ^fto 

TlY qr ^>dnTh ^ 5 % f^?f5r ^ !Fr*T-^ ri^ ( 

'fRET !T^ % fifefET ^), JTEft tnro #o tY? TT WUN fRl 

iTTfo Tfj-o fif % ?)dr7: j'jrr# "d^ tt 'j^frnfr qft dm % 

'd+5H m ^flfw ^ I 

(d) ?TrrdFr spT erd ?d)4)>r % 3 % ^ifYrr 

tY srftd ^ dPTT epd ?>iT I ^ftFf-qfYsnr ir ?fRT 
Tdim #97 d«fr YfOTR d# m #fJTd ?)# I ^ Jr 
^frqr fimJrff dfYr Jt ’larrY ftY m #ftRr ^‘Yfy 1 

(d) 99 P«rFftT '#7fFT % 5 ferMfep # 

?lfrT ^ 91 Tf#?: 99 59d fftdT I TdT-qf^ #11T 

Rdl^qf^R d# 991 #fdd fYift- I dfsPd 9 ^ Jf #dT 
91^ 991 971^ srYiir % 9<W1H ifYn dird’ 991 #ftF9 ^ | 

( 3 :) 5r#fr SR P9T#T Sid" ?l%''fl' d#hld l»9tf ^ 9 T Jt 5 fYdYiftdT 9^ ^STfhT 
% #9T 99 #91 I 

( 9 ) IdwYl 971 P9I#T rdd^d d'dYdtd' 1T99^ Jl 5 f91##T7: 9lV. 

?1#9 ^ ^ #99 911 W9 #dl I 


[9 3/2 9/70-#o1^9o#oJ; 
%o ^TTTo dTUT, fddWiF qftd (fo) 
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(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 1st July 1971 

S.O. 2576. — 111 pui'suance oI para (a) of Suc-.ion III of Hule 434 of Indian 
Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by S.O. No. 627, dated 8 th March, 1960, the 
Director General Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 1st August 1971 as the 
date on which the Measured Rate System udll be introduced in IMPHAIi Tele- 
phone Exchange, Assam Circle, 

[No. 6-39/71-PHB(2).] 
T. N. MONDAL. 

Assistant Director General (PHB). 

(lIT NTT N>r) 

1 197 1 

VTo WTo 2576. — RW 627.5 felFF 8 1 960 aTTT 

NTT OrtHi 1951 434 ^ 

NTT ^ if ftNW 1-8-7 1 *T SHTlfi m ' fi'T 

jmrfr NTj; sp-Gi nt ^ i 

[Ro 5 - 39/71 ifto 17:^0 NTo ( 2 )] 

^Vo irffo RNN, 
('flo TJWoJfto) 

MINISTBY OF EDUCATION 

New Delhi, the 14th June 1971 

S.O. 2577. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (ib) of sub-section (2) 
of section 5 of the University Grants Commission Act 1960 (3 of 1956), the Central 
Government hereby appoints with immediate effect Shri M. R. Yardl, Secretary. 
Department of Expenditure, Ministry of Finance as a member of the University 
Grants Commission nice late Shri P. Govindan Nair, Secretary, Ministry of 
Finance. In accordance with Section 6(3) of the same Act, Shri Yardi will hold 
office for the residue of the term of late Shri Nalr, that is upto 30th January, 
1976, 

[No. r. 9-20/71-U- 2.] 
S. M. S. (TIARI, 

Joint Educational Adviser- 

ftrWT NRT RtTRI VFRPT TTTRTR 

fit f^vPfV, 14 ^ 5 , 1971 

257 7. — fNTrdfTgjRq' ilddH ?lT7friT RfirffiRR, 1 9 5 G ( 1 9o6 

3 ) SfT )JKr (iT) % ( 2 ) % 5 IFCT STTU ufNNTf NT TT>T 

R'WIT, isfV UNO nuTo in^, HRTf^FT, NNraN NT fw N3TRN % rPnN 

JTrftr tflo RtfNfNR Nrar % it snrRr % ireur % rt 5 r, 

NftET ffiNfNN | I RTft RruffiTN % 6(3)% NPpfiTT «fV Riff ssft TINT 

NTNTfR NTffJ 't RN?i!T^ 30-1-1975 R«F MTtf RlT RTNT?nfl | 

[RJPU 7950 9 - 20/71 ^,-^- 2 ] 
fTN o 0 iTN 0 'srrey, 

RRNN fNTW R^n^TTTT 
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CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department of Statistics) 

New Delhi, the 28th May 1971 

S. O. *578. — In pursuance of sub-rule^) of rule 9, clause (b) of sub rule (2) of rule 12 and 
sub-rule 24, of the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965, the 
President hereby makes the following further amendments in the Schedule to the notiflcatian of 
the Government of India in the Cabinet Secretariat No. S.R.O. 6J3, dated the 28th February 
r957 namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, — 

(i) in Part I — CJeocral Central Service — Class II, for the existing entries the following 
entries shall be substituted, namely — 


I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

“Department of Statistics: 

Secretary 

Secretary 

Deputy 

Secretary 



All posts ..... 

Gerura' Statistical Organisation,Neza Delhi 
and Industrial Statistics Wing, Calcutta . 

AU 

(i) to(iv) 

Secretary 

All Gasretted posts. 

Secretary 

Secretary 

Director, 

Central 

Statistical 

Organisation 

AUl 
(i) to (iv) 

Secretary 

All non-Gazetted post. . 

National Sample Survey Organisation: 

Director, Director, 

Central Central 

Statistical Statistical 

Organisation Organisation 

All 

Secretary 

All Gazetted posts . 

Secrct«r>' 

Secretary 

Chief 

Executive 

Officer. 

AU ^ 

(i) to (iv) 

Secretary 

All non- Gaztttei posts, j 

Computer Centre 

Chief 

Executive 

Olficer 

Chief 

Executive 

Officer 

Dircctorl 

of the 

Division 

concerned. 

AU 

(i) to (iv) 

Secretary 

Chief 

Executive 

Officer 

All Gazetted posts. 

Secretary 

Secretary 

Director, 

Computer 

Centre 

Alir 

(i) to (iv) 

Secretary 

AU non-Gazetted posts . 

Director, 

Computer 

Centre 

Director, 

Computer 

Centre 

All 

Secretary’ 


(ti) In Part H — Te 1 ral Ceitral Service— Class III, for the existi ng entries, the followii 
entries shall be substituted, namely; — 


I 


2345 


“Department of Statistics 

All posts ..... Deputy Deputy All Secretary 

Secretary Secretary 
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Central Statiitical Organisation, Nm Delhi 
AUjKwts 


Industrial Statistics Wing, Central Statis- 
tical Oi^ganisation, Calcutta. 

All posts ..... 


National Sample Survey Organisation; 
Field Operations Division: 

(a) All posts at Headquarters except 
the posts of Inspectors, Computors 
Investigators, Upper Division 
Qerks, Rota Print Operator, Steno 
grapher (Grade II), Lower Divi- 
sion Clerks, Steno-typist 
and Gestetner Operator. 


2 

3 

4 

5 

Director, Director, 
Central Central 

Statistical Statistical 

OrRanlsation Organisation 

All 

Secretary 


Joint 

Director 

(Adminis- 

tration) 

(i) to (iv) 

Director, 

Ccnttil 

Statistical 

Organisation. 

Joint 

Director, 

Industrial 

Statistics 

Wing. 

Joint 

Director, 

Industrial 

Statistics 

Wing. 

All 

Secretary 


Deputy 

Director 

(Adminis- 

tration). 

(i) to(iv') 

Joint 

Director, 

Industrial 

Statistics 

Wing. 

Director 

Director 

All 

Chief 

Field 

Field 


Executive 

Operations 

Division. 

Operations 

Division. 


Offictr. 


Deputy 

Director, 

(Adminis- 

tration). 


(i) to (iv) 


Director, 

Field 

Oper. tions 
Divi'ion. 


(b) In respect of the posts of Inspectors, Deputy Deputy All 
Computors, Investigators, Upper Director, Director 
Division aerks, Rota (Print Opera- (Adminis- (Adminis- 
tor, Stenograher (Grade II), Lower tration) tratlon) 

Division (ilerks, Stenotypists and 
Gestetner Operator at the Head- 
quarters. 


Director, 

Field 

Operations 

Division. 


(c) All posts outside Headquarters ex- 

Director, 

Director, 

All 

Chief 

cept the posts of Investigators, 

Field 

Field 


Executive 

Upper Division Clerks and Lower 
Division Clerks. 

Operations 

Division. 

Operations 

Division, 


Officer. 



Deputy 

(i) to (iv) 

Director, 



Director, 


Field 



(Administra- 


Operations 



tion) 


Division. 

(d) In respect of the posts of Investiga- 

Assistant 

Assistant 

All 

Director, 

tors, Upper Division Clerks and 
Lower Division Clerks outside 

Director 

Director 


Field. 

of State 

of State/ 


Operations. 

Headquarters. 

Region 

Region 


Division. 



Superinten- 

(i) to (iv) 

Assist: nt 



dent 

Director 
of State 
Region. 


Computer Centre 





All Posts ..... 

Director, 

Director, 

All 

Director, 


Computer 

Computer 


Central 


Centre. 

Centre. 


Statistical 

Organisation 



Deputy 

(i) to (iv) 

Director, 



Director 


Computer 



(Administra- 

tion) 


Centre.”; 
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(ill) In Part lit — Oeneral Civil Service — Class IV, for the existiag entries, the following 
entries shall be substituted, namely; — 


I 

2 

3 4 

5 

“Departtmnt of Statistics: 

All posts 

Under 

Secretary 

Under All J 

Secretary 

DepuLy 

Secretary. 

Central StMittkal Organisation, Nm> Delhi 
AUposts 

Deputy 

Director 

(Adjulnlstra* 

tlon) 

Deputy All 

Director 
(Administra- 
tion) 

Joint 

Director 

(Administra- 

tion) 

Industrial Statistics Wing, Central Statis- 
tical Organisation, Calcutta; 

AUJposts 

Deputy 

Director^ 

[Adminlstra- 

tlon) 

Deputy All 

Director 
(Administra- 
tion) 

Joint 

Director, 

Industrial 

Statistics 

Wing. 

National Sample Survey Organisation: 




Piled Operations Division: 

(a) All posts in Headquarters Office 

Deputy 

Director 

(Admlnlstra’ 

tlon) 

Deputy AU 

Director 
(Administra- 
tion) 

Director, 

Field 

Operations 

Division. 

(b) All posts outside Headquarters. | . 

Assistant 
Director of 
State, 
Region 

Assistant All 

Director of 

State/ 

Region 

Deputy 

Director 

(Administra- 

tion) 



Superin- (i) to (iv) 

tendent 

Assistant 
Director of 
State/ 
Region. 

Computer Centre 

All posts. 

Adminlstro- 
tlve Officer 

Admlnlstra- All 
tlve Officer 

Director, 

Computer 

Centro,” 


[No. 29/2;68-E8tt. I/II) 
K. P. GBETHAKRISHNAN. Dy. Secy. 

f^nTT»T) 

28 197 1 

t[^To 2 378: — (tTtfhiTJr, 

1 963 % fTTR- 9 ^ TT-f^( 2), 12 % TT-pETR ( 2) % {^) wk ^- 

Pnrtr 2 i ^ ®r n^gr^j ^ifw^FT Jr itotr nfV fspritp 
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2 8 1 9 s 7 # «fl(^ o 3 3 ifK ?T7ft«jfr 

^ 7 % ^nrer: — 

( I ) '*rm I — firfr^r ^T'TJir'T srfTfc^q-'i ^«nf^T rrr 
f^Tf^rTF'^sr^ 5riVr^:2'«t rift ^nTTi^i; — 


1 


3^5 


fflft »Tf^ E-*fF 

j-T-Rfr^ (i) n (iv) 

%5TfViT HIT' 

3^T, B-J 
?fr»; 

’n^prr 

^ tr3rqf?rej #^»r fjrtw ?dFF (i) 

%?aTT EtfW- ^ (iv) iRf^ 

^TT, *rflra^ 


R»ft KTCPjrRfa-fT TT 


rR%T!T'HT, %^nf 

R^fr 


Rrf»5tfSiffR 




R«T3^ 

4»T5T 






TR5R : 





rF^ 

'Tf^a 

r4t (i 



jjw vrjf'mV 

4 (iv) 



«Tru‘B(fr 


R'lfr srcMiF^TR 'T'S 


^521 RT^R-lfF 

rrF 


!Br4mffr 3rf4- 

=^*j'pr^ 



'■frrO' 


(i) 4 



SfiT 

(iv) 


WfRT 

R<3=r ^- 


^iTUpf; qiril ; 

ttF^ 






(i) 4 




(iv) 

r-4t ?TTr^a^ 


FR4ifr*fT, RR’JT’i? 

R’lft 



%?!r 
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( II) »IFT II — ^TTirn^ t ^tir srfM'cinfr 

% ^siiR TT srWfcjiit \!(#r sit^Yfv, 

~ 

2 3 4 5 




?nfV 'R 


■JT 

>Tt(fV 


^rHYstppYiT 

irrfY '15 

TTtfwffYT ifJTSfr 

^iPs’l'^liT IT’TSH' 
PT^?Ffr 
(^Turm^r) 

it4V 

(i) ?v 
(iv) 

»ifT=r 

^FjfYlT 


kfr<r^ HitI 1 


TOft 

Pl^Wi 






*rt«flf^v*f> 




5rT¥^r FiRi 

FfRT 






(i)^ 




(liirFFT) 

(iv) 

3fl?j¥iTr3Tt+«r 






TT^qr HEIT 1151'^ 





^nrsi : 





{w>) f5Ttt5WT, 





5rRi!Ft, 




^rTsr^T^ 

^3^ >i'>fr f^rfWf , 

smm 

sr«m 



33CT «m- 





iErraf^rPn; 





(j^ ii), wi: 


31 r4^Dl+' 

(i)^ 




(iwmFT) 

(iv) 

IRETI 


ZT^fwd snrnT 

'EIT'T- 

f ht; ^ q^'r 
gYs^ srsTFT 

T? I 




Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; JULY 10, 1971/ASADHA 19, 1893 3603 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

(isf) iimT 


^ PklFT 

T»ft 

Fk«r<F 


(qqmiq) 

(smTET) 


^i4 M '1 1 <1 q 

ffeT 3 - ^nr- 

11 ), )5m 



q<rrq i 



^STOft' 




«nT- 

f 'E llflf T 
Sfk it 1 





(^) 


fq^TiFF SiT^tq 

qjft 

J|©T «FT4TrfE 


qqjf h’mtth 



srftmft 

flk '!?'’ft 

^ <Tii 

sr^ 




EtT ^ WPT 

qr 


^ f-kurqf 

(i) % 

fikiriqr «ff 5 fW 



(srwrar) 

(iv) 

qsnF qqmr 





qqFT 

(^r) JltTR qrpTt^T 

TEKf/sk^ 

Trsq/skifr 

?nfr 

Pkviff 


*PT E^FFFj 

q>T 


'Et 4 qqr^Er 

'!?'ifr Rif'i+f 


F-i^wiq. 


q^FT TTJq/skir 

mT_ 


W^SFF 

(i)% 

qr ^T^TJFF fr- 

f?TfTft % 
T^lr % gk Jr 1 



(iv) 

5I«F 

?DfV q^; 

Pki(i'+ itq'rqi 

fJkijrqr 

qqft 

PriNiqr ^rq-TT 





^r?5ftq Elftqqftq 



gq fqkiqr 

(i) ^r 

qJTM PkWF 




(iv) 

qTfnprr W 
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(III) TFrill — ^%??tT frf^ ^ >FJft ff TTTTT Sirqfai^t 

% F'iiTT Fi: frtTfrfw ^iftrP'STt ^4t TmT — 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 






Tift- TI 

T»r5?r, 

TTF Tf%T 

TFF fTTF 

T4t 

TF Tf^ 

TT 

TtfWpfr TT- 

5T +MW 

TT Pf^KW. 
(JTWnTT) 

TF fT^TF 

(fitttt) 


Tift TJJWfrS 
TF (JTOTT) 

-Tift T? 

TF 

TF frFTF 


T^pT Pl^VlF 

TOTTT^WT 
TT5T ► ' 

'=m4 ttttt 

srwPT 

(Fwmr) 

(jttttt) 

Tift 

TflitPlF ITfFTf 

(^) SltlTT 

TF-frFT^ 

TF 

Tift] 

fr^TF ^5ftT 

Tir Sf Tift T? 

(5rTTTT)| 

(wttf) 


FTif TFTTT 
FTTF 1 

i(^) TTTT ^4tT4 

TT^T/F^Ifr FT 

FtJ 

T»ft 

TF Pf^W 

^ ^Tfi: TTt 

•TTiRf : 

tl5l4F Pt^F 

T?TFF Pt^F 
TtftWF 

(i) ^ 
(iv) 

(ftttt) 
tjst/f^iT ft 
T^TTF fr^F] 

-TTt 'FT 

FTTTT TfSTFirt 

FSITTF TfFFFft TTt 

fi^VI'F TTTF 


[^To 2 9/2/68-^«fmTl/II] 

%o tfVo TftrTTfTC'iFT, TT ?rr^ I 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the llth June 1971 

S.O. 3579,— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13 A 
of the Representation of the People Act 1950, the Election Commission, in consulta- 
tion with the Government of Gi^arat, hereby nominates Shrl M. G. Shah, Special 
Secretary to Government of Gujarat, General Administration Department, as the 
Chief Electoral Officer for the State of Gujarat, with effect from the forenoon of the 
31st May, 1971 vice Shri L. R. Dalai. 


[No. 164//71,r 
By Order, 

ROSHAN LAI., Secy. 

'■fTFir 

11 arff, 1971 


Vf" ITT-’ 2579 — ^ ( i) 

ill 41 V / 

SKT TPTrT TlftcRff spr tHTtif gti, !IRf)iT[if3rCTrT % KIMsl ^ sft tr^o 

^TRo % RTR- TT: ITRo sfto TR^, ^'4 tid RTBfK % Tlf^, RTRTRT 

Tiiim EKt, Tr^KTrr^TOR % TTiftiRr] % rr if 3 1 Rf, 1971 (^'^) 
R RTR RTRT | I 

[tTo 154/4/71]' 


tlKMflM, rNr 


ORDER* 

New Delhi, the 28th April 1971 

S.O. 2580. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Paras, Village 
Mnhammadpur, Junardar, Post Office Sadat, District Ghazipur, Uttar Pradesh a 
contesting candidate for Mid-term General Elections 1969 to the Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly from 234-Qaslmabad Assembly Constituency, bas failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses within tne time and In the manner as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1961, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

2. And whereas, after considering the representation made by the said candidate, 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no good reason or justi- 
fication for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Paras, to be disqualified for being chosen 
as and for being a memiber of either House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assem- 

S or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from the date of 
! order. 


[No. UP-LA/234/09(17O).1 
By Order, 

A, N. SEN, Secy. 


WT^UT 

R'f 2 8 1971 


Wto 258;0 — *RT:, RPftR RRRR’RIR gt W | fRT ST^VT f^tlTR RRT 

^ f^RtRIRfR RTEfTRT 1 969 % ftrV 234-VT%MlflK THU fH’ifHR fS?r if ’^RPT 
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?ft TTTff, TiT ^^5’', *To OTUrT >1T^5T, 

WtMiSrfrlWtJf^ ?rfa1WT 1 95 1 rm ^I^SfFT ’TtT ^ 5T^ftT?r % 

SlfTT ^T fl% ^ qr ^T Jf WliW Tf 

!5rtT, T3‘;, gw griftwR snj ^rwr^ w f^RR ^ wtri, fwtw 
5rwt^ w iT^ ^ ^mrepT wr t f% gE% w w wwrw % ^ in 

WRtf%?ir t; 

w:, w, gw ’irfefwR’ irm i o-'f % wwr'n’ ^ fwtw ^mfEr i^rt^Ri 
ww^#gT%fwft»ft‘?rw%Jrrf^Trwjf^f^OTgfmT 
% WT ^ ?fli: ^ % ftiTT, w Tt HTfrer % iftg ^ TRwfti % 

fwfig ww ^1 

[go ;jo 5Io-f2rog-o/234/69( 170)] 
WTTT g, 
tTo 0 


MINISTRY OF INDDSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 
{Department of Internal Trade) 

trade marks 

New Delhi, the 21st June 1971 

S.O. ZiSl . — In exercise of the powers conlerred by section 5 of the Trade end 
Merchandise Marks Act, 1958 (43 of 1958), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following further amendment to the notifleation of the Government of India in 
the late Ministry of Commerce and Industry No. S.O, 2001, dated the 25th Novem- 
ber, 1969, namely; — 

In the said notifleation “for the existing entry in the second column relating to 
the “Office of the Trade Marks Registry at Okhla Industrial Estate (Delhi)”, the 
following entry shall be substituted, namely: — 

“The States of Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Jammu and Kashmir, Punjab, 
Rajasthan and Uttar Pradesh and the Union Territories of Chandigarh 
and Delhi/' 

[No. F. 30(1)-IT/TM/69.J 
P. SITARAMAN, Qy. Secy, 

(W-RffW WTUT ft3TFT) 

fSTfgV, 21 1971 

i»Ro 2 58 i.-%;^T UTqny, ^TniT «fu: ^nfvrw 1 95 8( 1 9.5 8 

W 43 ) # RKT 5 JITT STTU ufWTlr W SRlW RRT 

sftT ro wo 2001 25 1959 

Jr TTq;^SmfTRfgfeT?tuttrT?flT Wdit — 

gw ^TfRFi;wT ir, ^ wr- ir "sgiTiT 
(fw^)”Jr rtFw TfTfe siRrysTiiw 4 ^ wtr^fV — 

“^wdT, ffRTwr tIu, <jry^ srk tw?, yrg^iuR guy si^w yr^h 

guifw^^rly wrw ^Rurrw wu"! 


[Ro9;ro 3o( l)-R‘rfoTl-o/i)otrrTo 69 ] 
To RVfrTyTW[, gT i 
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Delhi, the 19th Jane 1971 

S.o. assa IDR A 6/71—1)1 txerdsc of the powers conferred by section f) of the Industries 
(Development and Regulation) AcL 1951 (Js of 1951) the Central Government hereby estab- 
lishes for the scheduled industry engaged in the manufacture of Leather A Leather Goods, a 
Development Council which shall, for the time being, consist of the following members, namely: — 


SI. Name and address of the Member Interest Chawmift/ 

No. Representing Member 


1 Shti T. Abdul Wahid, Senior Partner, M/S T. Owners/ Chairman 

Abdul Wahid & Co., i9,Vepery High Road, Manufacturers/ 

Madra8-3. Eicporters, 

2 Shri S. P, Pandit, Managing Director, M^S West- Do. Member 

ern India Tanneries Ltd., 2-A, Dharavi Road, 

Bombay-17. 

3 Shri Sanjoy Sen, Chairman, The National Tannery Do. Do. 

Co. Ltd., Mercantile Building, LalJ Bazar Street, 

Calcutta- r. 

4 Shri A. Nagappa Chettiar, Managing Director, M/S Do. Do. 

India Leather Corporation Pvt. Ltd., India 
Leathers Mansions, 9-Davidson .Street, 

Madras- 1. 

5 Shri Nazar Mohamed, Senior Partner, M/S pioneer Do. Do. 

Tanneries & Glue Works, Jaj Mau, Kanpur (U.P.) 

6 Shri S. P. Dhir, Director, M/S Everyday Footwear Do Do. 

Factory Pvt. Ltd., Dayalbagh, Agra. 

7 Shri R. C. Shearer, Director, M/S Gordon Wood- Do. Do, 

roffee & Co (Madras) r-vt. Ltd., 102I, North 
Beach R oad, Madras. l 

8 Shri V P. Gupta, Corona Sahu, 221, Dr. Dadabhai Do. Do, 

Nauroji Road, Bombay. 

9 Shri Abdul Hal Saleja, M.A., L.L.B., Managing Do. Do. 

Director, Siswan Tannery Ltd., Jaj Mau, Kanpur 
(U,P.).< 

10 Shri Mohladeen, B.A., General Secretary, All Do, Do, 

India Leather Goods Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, Vice-President, All India Footwear Fede- 
ration, 10, Stringers Street, Madras-i. 

11 Shri Harbans Singh, Managing Director, Tannery Do, Do. 

& Footwear Corporation of India Ltd., 

Kanpur (U.P.), 

12 Shri G. H. Thring, Managing Director, M/S Bata Do, L)o. 

Shoe Co, (P) Ltd., 30, Shakespeare Sarani, 

Calcutta- 1 7, 

13 Shri T. Jiyyar Das, General Secretary, Andhra Consumer Do. 

Pradesh Gurukula Education Committee, H.O. 

Ongola, Guntur Distt. (A.P.). 
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SI. 

No. 

Name and address of the Member 

Interest 

Representing 

Chairmitn/ 

Member. 

H 

Shri M. C, Sarin, Director, State Trading Corpo - 
ration of India, Chandra Lok, New Delhi- 1 . 

Consumer 

Member 

15 

Shri P. Nath, Director of SuppUea (TWL), Direc- 
torate General of Supplies & Disposal, Parliament 
Street, New Delhi. 

Do. 

Do. 

i6 

Dr. Y. Nayudamma, Director, Central Leather 
Research Institute, Adyar, Madras-ao. 

Technical 

Knowledge. 

Do. 

17 

Shri K. L. Nanjappa, Development Commissioner, 
Small Scale Industries, Nlrman Bhavan, N. Delhi. 

Do. 

Do."' 

l8 

Shri K. B. Potnls, Partner, “Atlanta”, Bank of 
Maharashtra Building, 5 th Floor, 45 / 47 , Apollo 
Street, Bombay-i. 

Do. 

Do. 

19 

ShriN. K. Seth, Director , Ministry of Industrial 
Development, Udyog Bhavan, New Delhl-ii- 

Do. 

Do, 

20 

Dr. D. K. Ghosh, Director (Leather), Khadi & 
Village Industries Commission, 3 -Irla Road, 
Vile Parle (West), Bombay- 56 . 

Do. 

Do. 

21 

Shri R. A. Bhote, Deputy Agricultural Marketing 
Adviser to the Govetmnent of India, Directo- 
rate of Marketing & Inspection, New Seett. Bldg., 
Nagpur-i. 

Do. 

DO. 

22 

Shri B. N. Battasali, Executive Director, National 
Productivity Council, 38 — Golf Links, 

New Delhi' 3 . 

Do, 

Do. 

23 

Shri S. Raja, Editor, “THE TANNER”, Jer Man- 
sion, Bandra, Bombay- 50 . 

Do. 

Do. 

24 

Shri R. Thanjan, Development Officer (Leather), 
Directorate General of Technical Development. 
Udyog Bhavan, New Delhi-ii. 

Do. 

Member/ 

Secretary 


2 . The Central Government hereby assigns all the funOions enumerated in the Second 
Schedule to Industries (Dev. & Reg.) Act, I95i> » the said Development Council. 

[No, 3i(i7)/66-LI&PF] 

K. M. RAJI AT, Under Secy. 


iSTWin- 

fg^r, fJETfip 19^^, 19 71 

^TTo ?(To 2 582 / Wife 6/ 7 1- — tt’T 

1 951 ( 1 95 1 TT 05) ^TT KRTT 6 STTCT 'FT 5TtT>l 
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g-WTT tTcTfjnr =^JTt !fft ?T% srrtigf^ it^ ft wtt 

*Fr spr^fr I ftr^iJr wj^srft ftr^^rftrT ; — 


^fjo 


^ TUI sfiT >^1 


ftur TT TT wero 
srfTftfa^T TiJTT 
I 


1 Nt ^to TllfftlL, TTfw/wiT5;«P (TRSiT 

iray ^j:tTTt, 1 9 TtWt flf Tft, TSfUT- 3- ftTfcT'W 


2 q:To Tto q-roTT, JTTfET fT^?Rl, TTiT 
|ftT ftfo, 2-^, srRTTT -dr, surf- 17- 

3 Nt TTTTT, WetrST, JTTt'Fto ftfo, jrGTTffT^ 

TT-T, TIT TT^riT, ^PHWT-l 

4 Jsft tTo ^iTTl Tr<rqT7:, SR^ERT tlW ffttTT 

qTTTtTTT ?fo«JTT TTTT, 

TTTrT, 9-fl-^TTi^X 


TTHT 


TTUT 




5 «ft TT^T ifTfriR, qftcs TUfftlT, >T>fkTtfTH WVtml'3^'^^- 

triRRIT WWTTTR, TIT^ S^/ftr'icrsF 

6 ^ tr.iTo fto Ttr, ft^TfRr, TTff TTftlT/TRT 

SIT^t? ftrft^, ^TTTTT, WTTT I Rl/ftirfrRi. 


7 >Tt ^TRo Tto ?f ftftw, TT# TVTfTd'F 

^r'TTt, (TiftT) TT^TJftrftTT, 1 0 2 1 TT4 ^ 

Taro - 1 TfV 

8 «Tt Tlo ’J'^TT, snr ^‘KTI TT^, 221 TTo ^5TTr^ 

TTTTftf\ frr, 1 

9 ^ *£15 ^^TRTTT, 0 o ir^ o HT^El ^ 

iftoTiT, f ftfo Tt4t, 

1 0 'sft T^o iiro TTfUTf^ft (RTT ^ftlTT TR- 

TjTTTT iriTtfT^TT. TT^T ^TttT, iqTH ^ft^TT 
TiTTftT^T^WT, 1 TJTT - 1 








1 1 «fV ^7:mr Fir?, irr^tr fttinri, ^frtV ttT' 

T'tTTT sttc ?ftm fro, i^sfrtt Tim, ittji: 
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WIT “FT grg ?!>< tjt 

fw gjf gg 
gFgfgfgag 

!iEgw 

ggpg 

12 

lift ^0 tr^o fgfGT, gg^tr #gg giir 

gifggr/gagrggr/ 


wrfr JTT^Z: f^o, 3 0,?t*EFftgT; gTTTfV, l 7 

fggfgT 

ggpg 

13 

^ €\o ^ftlTR gig", g^TTF^, STFCTT g^, ftiw 

Tgft, [T^o !r>o fftggr, ggfTf^, (gFHTsr^) 

gwlggr 

g^t 

14 

trgo^ffo gO'6, vrroflg Ti^g wtr fggTT» 

=ggr gt 1 


g^ 

15 

<sf[ gtogrg, fg^spfr g^grw ) grgTTir 

?itT>grjMgrr ggrPg^i^iwg, qrfwgrgd: g^ar, 
gf i 

gggtggr 

g^t 

16 

iTo gj^o grtsrgr, fg^ingr, wgr IttH 

gggftg?r 


17 

=^g, ?rsgT?:, girTg'-2o i 

fsft %o i[g' 0 r|r|vn'-H 1, ,i4c"H-H''i < tgi'1 g^'g" 

fggW ggg, g^ fg?^ i 

grggg^)' 

g^ 

g^ 

18 

^o^ogta^fhi, grigr "rrs:^?!”, ggr grii g^- 
TT^jr ggg, s mV:, 45 / 47 , sigt^ft 1 

g^ 

g?! 

19 

«ft trgo %o gs, girgar, fgggg fggrg, 

g^gtg ggg, g^ fgg ^- 1 1 

g^ 

g§t 

20 

gjo ;fro %0 gtg, fg^rfFP, (^gr) 

ggfhrg, 3 fg?ft qj-w (tgj) 

g^g^— 5 6 

g^t 


21 

>sft WTo 1^0 g^ 0, lTg\g^'gX^ i^g- 

gr^ g>r wg triT ^fwgr, grgtggttg -gt'E 
gTWarr t^og ^gi^wg', ggg, gFrjT- 1 

g^ 

g?! 

22 

23 

«ft g'Votrgo gggigT^ft, g?rrg7F fg^sfw, %7rggr g>tg^^ 
fggt gggfgw 38 gY?g; fwg, gf rggcrP-a 
«ft irgo TT^iT, fstg<, ?gT” gggg, gfgm, 

g*gt-5 0 

g^ 

gfr 

24 

«ft wr7:o grggg, gggg^'g ?nfg;g< (^T)ggr^’gt 
fg+rg gg g^Tfg^grgg, ggftg ggg, g^ fgggfl'— 1 1 

g^ gg?g gfgg 


2 ^<+R lTq;^fITT, ^?ZI> f^fWTT) SrfijfJFTiI, 1951 JffV 


[gw 31 ( 1 7)/6S-i^g‘o sgr^o >f)^o crtjjJ 
tTTTo KigrTm, ?i>rT g-f^g i 
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ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 1st July 1971 

S.O, 25S3/n)RA/5/71.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 5 of 
the Industries (Development said Regulation) Act, 1951 (65 of 1951) read with 
rule 8 of the Central Advisory Council (Procedural) Rules, 1962, the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri K. N. Modi to be member of the Central 
Advisory Council of Industries till the 4th March, 1972, in place of Shri S, M, 
Dhanukar and directs that the following amendment shall be made in the 
order of the Government of India in the Ministry of Industrial Development, 
Internal Trade and Company Affairs (Department of Industrial Development) 
No. S.O. 971, dated the 6th March, 1970 as amended vide No. S.O. 1367, dated the 
9th April, 1970 and No. S.O. 2166, dated the 3rd June, 1970. 

In the said Order, for the entry No. 4 relating to Shri S. M. Dhanukar, the 
following entry shall be substituted: 

(a) 4. Shri K. N. Modi, President, All India Manufacturers’ Organisation, 

Jeewan Sahakar, Sir Phirozshah Mehta Road, Bombay-1, 

(b) In the said order, the existing entry No. 9, relating to Shri K. N. Modi, 

Vice Chairman, Modi Industries, Modinagar, (UP.) may be deleted. 

[No. 1(3)/Lic. P0I./69.] 


WITH! 

dt 1 1971 

Wto 2583. — SETRo mTo ITo/s/?!. (f^RT fr<TT 

^TtsrfRtrtr, 1951 { lOsi'Tri 95 ) snrr ffm, 

19 52%fRtm 8%RT<TT^fq,%57fttT?rT«frrTITd^5TTT«ft%oIT^oR>^t 4Rr#, 1972 

iT^fsT % f?rcT iT^To iTifo ^ ?«TT!T tt apt qfjTT? qj 

t Oif it ^ 1% sTTOr irtpit ^ widfw 

(ifNrtfvqrfq-qTTR 97ifTRniT 

SRT#, 197 0f3r%Ro Wo Wo 1 3 6 7 f^TTRl 9 197 0TWRoWo Wo 2l66fcWF 
3 19 70 ^ THT RWtfgd d-Ti R dWtSTd f%Tr J 

ddd W^TTit, t^o 4 % ^«IR TT fdWfHfgd 

Tgt srrqTfV, 

("f) 4. «fV %0 

WJ5T, 'TRdVd fdRtdT RiT3d 

RRf-l. 

(ai) RdT W^ 5r, «fV %o iTTo Rt^t, ^TTSEfST, R>Tt Rtrt dn'T, 

( Ro Ro ) ^ RWfdJR fd^rtlTd JTfsrfe- Ro 9, qft ^RT STflT | 

[Ro 1 ( 3)/itRo 'fto/69)] 

S.O 3584/RLIUR/18/2, — In pursuance of rule 18 of the Registration and 
Licensing of Industrial Undertakings Rules, 1952 and in partial modification of 
the Order of Government of India in the Ministry of Industrial Development and 
Internal Trade (Department of Industrial Development) No, S.O, 2582/RLIUR/18/ 
1, dated the 24th July, 1970, the Central Advisory Council of Industries hereby 
^points Shri K, N. Modi to be member of the Reviewing Sub-Committee of 
Council till the 4th March, 1972 in place of Shri S. M. Dhanukar. 

[No. ll(l)/Llc. P 0 I./ 7 O.] 
R. C. SETHI, Dy. Secy. 
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l[Wo ^0 2 58 4.-lTRol[^To’!Trfoij;o5rn:o/l8/2. ^ 
w«n IwT, i9 52%fwi 

Pr*p wr^rPw s^ttr iwmii (’uWfn’F farffpr) % ito "frro 

2582/wn:o(T^o wrfo 5rn:o/i8/if?nt^ 24 ^^, i97oSf wirKi+^T jit 

gwWf »Ft Wra- ?r?rr?^rT Tf^ jt^pt sft it^-o ifiTtJF> 4111#, 1972 

ifiTo srr^^T, % ^«rT^ TT 'TfT<?^ qft ^ *1:1 

[it ll(l)/tTTo 7 ^ 0 / 70 )] 
!TTto ifVo ^T-TTf^ I 


(Department of Jnduttrlal Development) 

(Indian Standard* Institution) 

New Delhi, the 22 nd June 1971 

S.O.258J.— .In exercise of the powers conferred on me under suh-rcgulnticn (4) clregulalicn 
3 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Mf rks) Kegulaticns, 1955, as emerded frem 
time to time, modifications to the provisions of the Indian Standards, details of which are men. 
tloned in Schedule given hereafter, were made vide S.0. 272 dated 24th January 1970. 

These Modifications are now withdrawn with effect from istjune, 1971. 

The Schedule 


SI. No. and Title of Indian Standard, the Number(8) of Particulars of the Modificaticn 
No. Pr ovisions of which have been modified theExistmg made to the Provisions 

Clauses Affected 


I 


2 


3 


4 


I. I-S ; 2191 (Part-I) — 1966 Specification 
for wooden flush door shutters (cellu- 
lar and hollow core type) j 

Part I Plywood face panels {First revision) 


Clause 4 . 1 The following new clause has been 
added ; 

4.1,1 Flush door shutters may 
also be made in sizes, other 
than specified in clause 4.1, as 
agreed to between the purchaser 
and the manufacturer. 


2. IS : 2202 (Part-I) — 1966 Specification Clause 4,1 

for wooden flush door shutters (solid 
core type) 

Part I Plywood face panel (First revisia.i) 


The following new clause has 
been added : 

4. 1. 1 Flush door shutters may 
also be made in sizes, other 
than specified in cluase 4. i, as 
agreed to between the pur- 
chaser and the manufacturer. 


[No.C.M.D./i3:4} 


S, K. SEN, 
Director General* J 
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2 2 ^ : 19 71 

q?To Wto 2585. — HTT WT TT ?H«IT (SETEIET Pt^) 

1955 , ^ 3 % TTWwT ( 4 ) ^ snftrSTFcr % STTOTT ^ 

!E|^ t TERff % f^<73T 11% I ^JW=sff % iR'ldH' O^o ?fto 272 

f5Rt«F 24 1970 CT7T f%% »I% «r I m ^ 1 'Sj;?!, 1971 % STPET 

% I ETT ^ I 





NRcOt ■HM't' ^ 'RTTSTT ^EFTtfilT ^TTTTT 

TWWf % fW ^ TtW^lT % 


?ffT grwsrT 'fT %w 

f%TET 




(0 

( 2 ) (3) 

(4) 

1 

IS: 2191 (WT l)-1966 ?3Fr4,l 

fTRftrfiJTT ETT :3ftJ felT 


% HETW i«f % 

»TWT t ; 



4.1.1 wVt: fwwfcrr ^ 


ET wtr «i1«i?i' TRT ^nr 

4. 1 it 


wr 1 ETT^ 



^ ('iW 5Tftwir) 

*ft W?sr WRTTt % 5EEft ^ 



WWW fifRT^ % WI% 



'WT ^ 1 

2 

IS : 2202 (WFT l)-1966 4. 1 

ftrwfwftRT WT w'T 'jTI'S ferr 


(i+’isl % ?nTT^ fifRT^ % 

mr t : 


TWlr ( "tE Tfai WET Wl^) 

4 . 1.1 sRtm wk fwwf cTT «1% 


^ WET 1 arTT 

w?wf% it WW 4. 1 it 



firatfw f%% Ett WEFRt ^ 


wftriTTRT stfFpr^ it 

?^1T% 3fV ?Ri% ^ I 


[jTOJir i;fto ITtTj ^to/l 3 ; 4j 

ci«ro %o iET, 

»T?Tf%^?Ri I 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMPANY AFFAIRS 

Chartered Accountants 
New Delhi, the 11th June 1871 

S.O. 2586, — In pursuance of clause (a) of sub-section (2) of section 9 of the 
Chartered Accountants Act, 1949 (38 of 1949), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following further amendment in the notification of the Government of India in 
the late Ministry of Commerce and Industry (Department of Company Law Adminis- 
tration) No. S.O. 276, dated the 12th March. 1958, namely: — 

In the said notification for Item 5 and the entry relating thereto the following 
item and entry shall be substituted, namely: 

“5. The States of Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Jammu and Kashmir and 
Punjab and the Union territories of Delhi and Chandigarh.” 

[No. 8/1/71-IGC.l 
M, C. VARMA, Under Secy. 




11 1971 

TTo WTo 258 6.-=?Tti I 1949 ( 1949*PT 38) 'iftOTU 9 'i?!' 

(2) % knjRTwr Jr ^rrotEmT 

TRrm ('PPT^ RO ^0 mo 275, dl^ 

12 m^, 1 9 5 8 Jr t^giTT find tflr spTrft^,mi%; — 

•d"Ki 'SlfR^mTT Jr 5 d ot Hid mrfdl — 

“ 5 ^fuTpjiT, sr^, wrij, dm 'imw ^ tfht siK 

dm Rd i” 


[^o 8/1/71 mto :3fr<3 ^0] 
t^R'o ?fto mrf, WdT dfdd' I 


MINISTRY OF STEEL AND MINES 
ISP AT AUR KHAN MANTRALAYA 
(Khan Vlbhag) 

New Delhi, the 16th June 1971 

S.O. 2687. — Whereas in pursuance of the notification of the Government of India 
in the late Ministry of Steel, Mines and Fuel (Department of Mines and Fuel) 
No. S.O. 2973 dsited 4th December, 1961, under section 0 of the Coal Bearing Areas 
(Acquisition and Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government 
has acquired 979.42 acres of land In villages Harad, Badra, Keshra or Kushratola 
Daikhal, Choharl and Kikrlpedl, Tahsll Sohagpur, District Sahdol (Madhya 
Pradesh); 

Whereas Sri Bachu and Bharosa sons of Sri Jageshwar of Village Badra, Tahsil 
Sohagpur, District Sahdol (Madhya Pradesh), the Interested person have under 
section 13 of the said Act, preferred their claims for compensation for acquisition 
of their lands before the competent authority; 

And y'hereas the amount of compensation payable to them under the said act 
could not he paid owing to dispute as to the title to receive It and also to the 
apportionment thereof: 
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Now. therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of 
section 14 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby constitutes a Tribunal 
consisting of Sri Ham Sewak Agarwala, Retired District and Sessions Judge. 
Bilaspur (Madhya Pradesh) for the purposes of determining the title to receive 
it and also for the apportionment thereof. 

[No. F. C8-6(6)/71.] 
K, SUBRAHMANYAN. Under Secy. 

(wm 

fRc5ft, 15 ^R, 1971 

TTo WTo 2587 , — RR: RI% ^ (tT^R sftT fR>iRR) flfarfRRR, I 9 5 7 

(l 957 «frr 20 ) ^ RKT 9 % ^T^ftR, ’TRR RTRRt ^ ^ ^SPT RRIHR 

(rTTR ^RR fRRTR) ^rfk^RRT ROT Wo Wo 2973 RpdtJ 4 -12-61 
RUR R, RTWT R R«R Rt^IRgr ^ RTR OT, 

^RT, RW fWtRT IrR, ^ Hfk fwfliWV ^ 979. 42 ITRTf HjfR W R^R fWR t; 

RR: RW % fRRl Rt^TRJT RtR OT ^ rV’: RTtRT 

5 R ^fr RR 5 RT R, Rt ffRRa: WfRR RW RfRfRRR RTTT 1 3 % WftR 
SrfRWTr 4 RR% RT^ R«TR snfRWft «Ft ST^R fwr f ; 

RR: RRR Rf«rf^ ^ RtftR RR^ft R^ srf^ «pV TtfR, R^T STTW ^ 

R*lT RR% RRTRR ^7 511^ Jf fRRTR i^T WTR, RR^ R^ ^ W Rift ; 

RR: RR RRR RfsrfRRR STTCT 14 ^ RRRKT (2) STtT RTH RfRRRf W RRtR 
|T[, %Rr\R RTWT, !TFR ^ R^ RR^ JTRTRR ^ RRRTfrR ^ 

>i*A'Ji'iTr % fRTT t^RRjnj iT^ RfsiRTTR spt <i(od tiC'fl f%R% ^ CIH ^RRi RRRIR' , RWiTR 
RRT fRRT Rk %RR fRTRRjtRT, fRRTRJT (rsR JT^) ^ I 

[Ro W ?fr3-5(5)/7l] 

%o gRjywTH, RRT Rf^ I 


(Department of Steel) 

New Delhi, the 25th June 1971 

S.O. 1588. — In'" the Schedule to the Notification of the Government of India, in the 
Ministry of Steel, Mines and Heavy Engineering No. 1525 'ESS. COMM/IRON AND STEEL 
2(c) dated the 29th April, 1964, the following entry under ‘others’ after S, No. 78 may be 
added : — 


I 


2 


3 


79 Rcginal Iron and Steel Controllers and Deputy Regional to, ii, 12, 22, 23, 24 and 28. 
Iron and Steel Controllers at Calcutta, Delhi, Bombay 
and Madras. 


(No. SC(I)— iC7)/7i.] 

A. N. RAJAGOPALAN, Under Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 
New Delhi, the 1st June 1971 

S.O. 2589. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-clausle (1) of Clause 21 C 
of the Cotton Textiles (Control) Order. 1948, the Centrsd Government hereby 
specifles; — 

(i) 0 palse per square metre as the rate for the purposes of paragraph (b) 
of Sub-clause (1) of Clause 21 C aforesaid; and 
(li) 6 pal.se per square metre for grey dhoti amd saree and 4 paise per square 
metre for other varieties as the rates for the purposes of paragraph (a) 
of Sub-clause (1) of Clause 21 C aforesaid; 

for the month of May, 1971. 

[No. F. 16012(2)/Tl-Tex(A).l 
V. K. DIKSHIT, Dy. Secy. 

f^'v, 1 1971 

VTo WTo 2 58 9 . — (f^SnJT) 1948 % ’fW 2HT ^ gqtjaig 

( l) Sm wfffnTt fpT IPTinT tTcRilTTl 1971 % ilf "F Tr|j-?r 

% ; — 

( i) ^qfbiRT 21^ % ( i)^ qTr'wqq (tr) % iTTYsrsTt % fiw 

6 'fir srfiT ^ ifiin; ^ tw 

(ll) 'g'TTtqg' <50^ 2R % 'g’-W'W ( i) qft SRfn^.T (^) ^ 

tr>ft fFD iTTft 6 'fir srpT ^rf frari: cftt 'sr^r fvFiff % f^f^r 
4 fir srf^ SET 
tfTTSfr I I 

[irw TTqio 1 6012(2)/? l-fw (l?)] 

Coffee Board 

New Delhi, the 22nd June 1971 

S.O, 2590. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 48 of the Coffee Act, 
1942 (7 of 1942), the Central Government hereby makes the following rules further 
to amend the Coflee Rules, 1955, namelyl:— i 

1. These rules may be called the Coffee (Second Amendment) Rules. 1971. 

2. In the Coffee Rules, 1956, in rule 18, in sub-rule (1), 

(1) in clause (a), in sub-clause (111), the words "who Is also the ex-officio 

Chairman of the Research Committee” shall be omitted; 

(2) in clause (b), 

(a) in sub-clause (i), the word “and" occurring at the end shall be 

omitted; 

(b) after sub-clause (i) as so amended, the following sub-clause shall be 

inserted, namely: — 

"(i-a) the Vice-Chairman; and”; 

(3) In clause (e), sub-clause (1-a) shall be re-numbered as sub-claqse (1-b) 

and before sub-clause (i-b) as so re-numbered, the following sub-clause 
nhnll be Insterted, namely: — 

“(1-a) the Vice-Chairman; and”; 
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(4) In clause (d), after sub-clause (1) the following sub-clause shall be Inserted 

namely : — ' 

"(l-a) the Vice-Chairman;”; 

(5) In clause (e), after sub-clause (i), the following sub-clause shall be 

Inserted, namely: — .. 

“(i-a) the Vice-Chairman;”; and 

(0) in clause (f), after sub-clause (i), the following sub-clause shall be 
inserted, namely; — 

"(l-a) the Vice-Chairman;”. 

[No, 2.(l)Plant (B)/70.] 
A. K. MISRA, Dy. Director. 


^ 22 19 71 

vTowro2590. — ?TftrrfE[fr,i942( 1942 fjr7T48 siTr sTfH urFffnTlr 

*Fr ST^ftT ^ iq, FeHT, 195 5 if’ 

<Tcr^m ffiRTf^rFard- fTiw wfcj; — 

1. W TUT ifTHit (RTltSfir) fiEHT; 1971 f>TT I 

2. spTOFf^inT, 1955 fr, f:T!TiT isii, (i) — . 

( 1 ) ('fr) Jr, (iii) Jr, 

“3r> ^r^TsrrTirrirFT Tr 7^7 ?Tsq-sT wt ?r< ^rrqJ}-; 

( 2 ) (^) Jf, — 

(sfr) (i) Jf, SET Jf ?TrqT i^rr ITT®? Fptt 

(»j) srWT R^ftfSTd (i) ^ 97 ^ OTHrutWd' sfd: 

wiFet f^iTT ^TETirr, sr^rffi : — 

"(i-^) ^sira-; 5fk 

( 3 ) ^ 3 ^ fn) Jf, (i-T) :JE3FT (i>j) % ?:T Jf 5 ^; RsqtfTd" 

fw ^riT3rr?ffi:w siEri;5T:#gTfF97d^Ey3T(i-T3r)%'T?JrFTPdf^Fi??r 

^qTFq-d f^Tr arrtTirr, — 

"(i-T) ^eirer; ?tVt" ; 

( 4 ) (^) Jf TT^ro^ (i) '^T7^rr^fTPTFTffJTTT!3r'R ?fT:Rnfq'a'FFqT 
arETirr, sEErtrr; — 

“{i-W) ^B3T5T, 

( 5 ) ^sTR ( 7 ) Jf, (i) % T7^iT[ fd'FTf^ig'fr sErerii^srrFifi 

Ffti ^oTiE si‘!r??r: — 

"(1-t) uesw,”; ’tffL 
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(e) w (=Er) Jr, (i) % 

f^iTT ?r^frT ; — 

"(i-jp) ^65163 I 

[lio 2 ( 1 ) (^)/70] 

iTo f^, f^wr'P I 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 18th June 1971 

S.O. 2591.— In the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Foreign Trade bearing No. S.O, 1457, dated the 24th March, 1971, published at 
page 1752 in Part II, Section 3. Sub-section (il) of the Gazette of India, dated the 
3rd April. 1971, in clause 1, for “Amendment” read "Second Amendment”. 

[No. 24/13/69-Tex.(A).] 

H. K. BANSAL, Dy. Secy. 


f?f55fr, 18^ 1971 

VTo WTo 2591. — •ffm % TRq^, 3 1971, 2, ^ 3, 

2 % TO 1 752 TT iTRrr d<<tK % WtT ssriTP: ^ 'SrftT^W 

Eo SfTo tlTo 145 7 drCtia 24 ET^, 1971 13^^ 1 il 


[?io 24/13/ 69 -Sw («T )1 
%o TOW, WT wfro t 


New Delhi, the 18th June 1971 

S-O. 2692. — In pursuance of rule 6 of the Export of Frozen Frog Legs 
(Inspection) Rules, 1996, the Central Government hereby directs that the 
following amendment to the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Foreign Trade and Supply (Department of Foreign Trade) No. S.O. 
3323, dated the I4th August, 1969, namely:— 

In column (2) of the Table appearing below the said notification: 

Under the heading “Calcutta Region (Covering the States of Assam, Bihar, 
Orissa, West Bengal and Nagaland and the Union Territories of 
Manipur and Tripura, the Andaman and Nicobar Islands and Part-B 
Tribal area in the State of Assam)”, for item 4, the following item 
shall be substituted, namely: 

“4, The Director, Central Inland Fisheries Research Institute, Barrack- 
pore, 24-Parganas Exi-offlcio”. 


[No, 6(9)/71-Exp. Insp.] 

M. K, B. BHATNAGAR, 
Deputy Director (Export Promotion). 
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^ 18 1971 

TTo ^iTo 2592. — l5V ^JRFTt OTf sfT fsFlfcr ffFTT, 1965 ^ 

fwT 6 % !injin?T Jr tT^r^am ^ 'friTcr in:«FR ^ wpigi^ 

»TrTR ?IT^ (fl[^ «imK fwpi) ^ Wo ^o m® 

3323 fero 14 WWW, 1969 fr fwwfwfecl WWtlFT M" Wwt!I : — 

ww wfa^wwT % ffrtf wf WIT# % ww (2) Jr : 

“‘bH+TlI ^ (?wJr WWW, fw^, W#rWT, Tfww WWW WWT WTWT^ wVr 
wfw^T wwT f^rjrr % ww tf^w-s^, wwwtw wwr fwwitwK wH' 
WWW TTW % wrw-^ wifwwwwftw ew wiw t) ” vft^ % ^ ww 4 
% WTW TT fwwf^wrw ww wfwwifw ^ WlJr»ft wwf?[ : — 

"4. fw^ 

wwwwtw iftw e^W WWWWTW WWTW, 

24->TTWWT I 

wtw”" 

[Wo 6(9)/71-tC^o ^o] 

1^0 %■<> jflo WWTWT, 

gw fwww^P (fww?^ www^)‘ 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports nnd Exports) 

(Central Lleenslnff Area) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 14th March, 1971 

S,0, 2593. — M/s. Delfln Adhesives, 12/1, Mile Mathura Road, P.O. Amar Nagar,. 
Farldabad were granted Import Licence No. P/S/1618213/C/XX/34/D/29-39, 
dated 27th March, 1970 for Rs, 10,000 tor import of (1) Synthetic Rubber (Poly- 
chloroplene), ( 2 ) Magnesum Oxide (Extra Light). (3) Permissible Type of 
Synthetic Resin, (4) Methyl Ethyl Ketone (upto Rs. 1,000) (5) Bonding i^ent 
(upto Rs. 4,000) and ( 6 ) Chlorinated Rubber (upto Rs. 4,000) from G.C.A. They 
have applied for issue of duplicate copies of the licence both Customs and Ex- 
change Control Purposes copies on the ground that the original ones have been 
lost/misplaced. 

2. The applicant have filed an affidavit in support of their contention as 
required imder para 313(2) of I.T.C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure 1970. I 
am satisfied that original Customs and Exchange Control copies of the licence 
has been lost/misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under S^tipn 9(cc) Import 
(Control) Order 1955, dated 7th December 1956, I order the cancellation of 
licence No. P/S/1618213, dated 27th March 1970, in duplicate. 

4. The applicant is now been Issued a duplicate licence, (both exchange and^ 
Customs Purpose Copies) in accordance with the proviso of para 313(4) of I.T.C, 
Hand Book of Rules and Procedure. 1970. 

[No. NP/138/AM70/AU-HH/CLA/2482.] 
A. L. BHALLA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

For Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exp orts. 
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wnn 5 i-f^Ttrf« VT 
(iprtfyq WIT) 

wrtw 

Tf 1 4 ; 1971 

Wto 2593. — 12/1 iftW ^PJTT TtT 'fto Wto WTT 

fFR, 'FfPr^ ^ +imM ^ (1) (’Ttf^npFftrr^) ( 2) 

TTirorfY TTt^) ( 3) ( 4 ) ^ 1 «rq- %^rt^ 

( looo/- vi^r ^) (5) j(iP«o ( 4000/- ^ ^ff) m\ (e) wtfFftfes 

"(4000/- FT% ^) % TTFITT % fwir lO.OOO/- WT TT TOW TIW 

1618213/?ft/tTW t3;w/34/iV/29-30 fiFTtT 27-3-70 JRR fw FTT «TT I ^3^^ 
WT5^>f »(fl ilTFWT' TtTTT-^ ^FTT ^ WtTT PfT^ iftTf srf^ % %[ 

?rr«in: 'tt ferr t ^ t/^fWFiFi ^ Ft ^ i 

2. ?Trt^ ^ 5 PT^ Jr WFTRT i^llMK fFTTT, fFTT TPTr "FITtFrEr, 

5FFSF 15^, 1970 Fft "hrs+l 313(2) Jr TtF F^ % m-JFK WT-F^ TFT fen 
t I ^ i Fft ij;T TftFT W?FT TFT F;CT nrPHFF fefeF Ffelt ia> 

Ft t/WFTFFFgt Ft I 

3 . TTTFTF (fFFFF) FT^, 1955 ; ferTT 7 - 1 S -1955 F?t FRr 9 (Tft^ft) % 

HJRTFF 5 r?rTT i;inklFl' FT SIFtF t FWTT Ft/cjF/l 61 821 3 ^ fetF 27 - 3-70 

F 5 t ttFf FT Ffeff Fft FF FttF ^ f I 

4. FT^TFl ^ FF TTIFTF ^FTFIT fFFT'F ; felF FFT FFTffFrRr *tt 'I'fs'M 313(4) F 
tv Ft sitfFFTFV % F^FTT 5r5fFfF (FFT feFFF fFFFF TFT TfrFT-W?F FFV F*F?t}1 
fVfV FfilFT ) TTTFF TTCV fFFT TT <^[1 ^ I 

[fFFT ; FFo tVo/ 1 38 /Fo FFo 70 /F^oFFoF^o/TfVoI^F<'Ij[o ] 

1^0 0[Fo F?FT, 

f-FTOF?; FTFTF-fFFtff, 

?% F^FF iJ®T ferSFl, FTFTF-fFFVF I 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 

OBDRH 

New Delhlj the 15 th June 1971 

S. p. 25)4. — In pursuance of the directions issued under the provisions of each of the enact. 
m;nts specifled in the First Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government after considering 
the rcconmindations of the Film Advisory Board, Bombay hereby approves the film specified in 
column 2 of the Second Schedule annexed hereto in Gujarat to be of the description specified 
Piainst it in column 6 of the said Second Schedule. 

The First Schedule 

(1) Sub-Section 4 of the Section 12 and|Section 16 of the Cinematograph Act, 1952 (Central 
Act XXXVII of 1952). 

(2) Sub-section (3) of Section 5 and Section 9 of the Bombay Cinemas (Regulation) Act, 
1953 (Bombay Act XVII of i953)- 

(3) Sub-Section (4) of Section 5 and Scction|9*of the Sautashtra Cinemas (Regulation) Act^- 

953 (Sautashtra Act XVII of 1953). 
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The Second Schedule 


Length Name of the Name of the Whether a Scientific film 
35 MM Applicant Producer or a film intended for edu- 
cational purpose or a film 
dealing \^ith news and cu- 
rrent events or a docu- 
mentary fihn. 

I 2 3 4 5 6 ' 

I MahitichitraNo, 138 254 ^iM Director of Information, Film dealing with news and" 

Government of Gujarat, current events (For release 
Ahmcdabad. in Gujarat Circuit only), 

(No. F. 28/1/71-FP App. r590]. 

K. K. KHAN, Under Secy. 

15 1971 

ijHo wto 2594 : — ^ sm t 

% % lErnfcT htttt, fwir 

tpR 3ft^, t?: ^ tyi^STu ^ epft fMr 

2 ^ ?ft Tf pfieif "Pt -STTri ft!Rn?T 

TW fa'fltT 6 if Rmi §411 ^ ' — 

sr«w 

( 1) srfsrfrinT, 1952 ( 1952 37Tt tpl" yTTT 

1 2 *Pt TWH ( 4) T«rT OTTT 1 6 I 
(2) (W'wtl) ?TfErPm, 1953 ( 1953 »FT 17Tt 

f^) ^ STKl 5 Vl' gWU ( 3) Tm SITTT 9 I 


( 3 ) (fiirdTo) srfsrfr^, 1953 (1953 Tir i 7 Ttffru^j 

^ tTRi 5 ^ Trsrnr ( 4 ) Tm sjkt 9 1 


npeH 41 T 

TRT 

fpvH ^ 

3 5 

tfto tffo 

41l^<t+ «PT dl9 

pTMldl TT did Pfied 

^ TT fTOTT 
fWH ^ TT HHTTTT 
iAt HTHfiPP HT- 
THfr ^ f9j?H ^ 
tfT ftpvtr 

1 ' 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 6 

1. -Hf^fAfTliai 

254. 51 


HdTHK'tfKyidf^'h 

Ho 138 

ifkr 

’J^lTTcT fPC^K, 

din4rf % HtdPtJd 



HfHTRTT 1 

(%^ tJSTTW 




HftiS % f^) 



[Ho 'Flo 

28/l/71-tt9io tfto- TfTr«|Ba 1S90] 




^0 tpo t3PT, HsfT 1 


SI, Title of the film 
N 0. 
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MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department ot Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 14tb June 1971 

S.O. 2595 —Whereas the Central Government having been satisfied that the public 
Interest so required had, in pursuance of the provisions of sub-clause (vi) of 
clause (n) of section 2 of the Industrial Dilutes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), declared 
by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Eemploy- 
ment and Behabllitation (Department of Labour and Employment') No. S.O. 4062 
dated the 8th December, 1970, the banking Industry carried on by a banking 
company as defined in clause (bb) of section 2 of the said Act, to be a public 
utility service for the purposes of the said Act, for a period of six months from 
the 29th December. 1970. 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion that public Interest requires 
The extension of the said period by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the po'Wers conferred by the proviso to sub-clafuse 
-(vi)of clause (n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 19471 (14 of 1947), the 
’Central Government hereby declares the aald industry to be a pubhc utility 
service for the purposes of the said Act for a further period of six months from the 
29th June, 1971, 


[No F. S. 1025/1/77-DR, I 
ThUHT Wk <1:1^ BUTmiT 
(>iTR ifk fWTT Mft) 
fit 14 ^fi", 1971 

«FTo WTo 2595 :-4Tcr.' I ^ iTfiTOTfir ^ ^ ^ 

I 1947 ( 1947 filT 14) fift ETRl 2 ^ UOY 

(5) T (vi) fi? n, ?rwr< fi? «nT, tyarfirc sfti: Tfifirfir 

(nr Nk tlRfiTT fVRFT) RWT fiRo NTo 4062 filftW 8 

1970 ^ RRcT srfirffiRR fift tJKT 2 % fiPW (fil^) ^ RRT 'rfDqTffirT tfiRFlti 
gRT NT Tf NEfiR fiit NW % SRTtNRf % 29 1970 

% RTR fiii ^TTNlRfR % N>fi NRRttt RtfRci fw RT ; 

Nk RR: RTNRT fiii HR I Pf Nifit %r R RfiR RTRTRfR RT 0: RTR rH 

RRRTRfR % f?T^ R^TRT NTfiT RPHUfT ^ ; 

RR: RR Rkftf^ fWR RftrfRRR, 1947 ( 1947 »fR 14) fift RTTT 2 % HUR 
(t) >F -JRR-R ( l) ^ {fTKl STRf.f Nffi.T ^T RR^R 

(rm RRd RNtR 'FT RfiR RftdRRR ^ RRtNRf ^ 29 ^R 1 97 1 RTR Rk 

RRNTRftT ^ R>F RRRM ^ RifRR ^THfV ^ I 

[RRRT TRo ITRo 1 1025/ 17/7 l-t!;No NTRoI] 
New Delhi, the I5th June 1971 

S.O. 2596, — Whereas, a vacancy has occured in the office of the Pre.sidlng Ofilcer 
of the Labour Court at Farldabad, constituted by notification No. S-O. 4,329, dated 
the 30th November, 1967, read with notification No. S.O. 2918, dated the 19th 
August. 1968, of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment); 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by section 8 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby appoints Shrl 
<3. P, Sharma as the Presiding Officer of the Labour Court constituted as afore- 
said. ! 

[No, F. 1/74/70-LR.I.1 
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15 55 ;;! 1971 

VTo WTo 2 596: — HTOT ^TWTT; % WJ, TtWi: ’H'k 
(qTT?fkTl^5nTRf^mn) ^8lftrgw H5JTT ^0 mo 43 29 30 1967 

'ITVi; ¥ Wr ^o^fTo 2918, 2 9 1968 ffTTI ^ifbd 

ispT FTRIiSFT % ^ fw JR: I ; 

?ra';, iTftrfrirq, 1947 ( 1947 ^ 14 ) ^ etri 8 airr 

H'iTi ^rf^RFif qr iroVr imnx ^ifr ?fto 'fto ^inf 

^ t qfer 'sni qr qVsraW ^rfsnprtt qrrcft | 1 

[Eo TTo l/74/70-tT5To SfRo l] 


OKDERS 

New Delhi, the 13th May 1971 

S.O. 3597, — Whereas the Industrial dl..(pute specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed is pending before Thim S. Swamikkannu, Presiding Officer, Industrial 
Tribunal, Madras. 

And whereas the .services of Thiru S. Swamlkkannu have ceased to be available; 

Now therefore In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 7A and Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 33(B) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes on Industrial Tribunal with Thiru K. 
Seetharama Rao, B.A., B-L. as Presiding Officer, with Headquarter.^ at Madras, 
-withdraws the proceedings in relation to the said dispute from Thiru S. Swa- 
mikkannu and transfer the same to the said Industrial Tribunal, Madras for the 
disposal of the said proceedings with the directions that the said Tribunal shall 
proceed with the proceedings from the stage at which they are transferred to it 
and dispose of the same according to law. 

SCHEDtTLE 


S. No. Notification No. & Date Parties to the Dispute 


I.D. No. 70/68 No. 25 '3,'68-LR.III, Workmen and the Management 

dated 26th July, 1968 of Messrs New India Assur- 

ance Company Limited, 
Madras. 


[No. F. 25/3/68-LB-III(LR.I.l, 

q'f 13Rt, 1971 

TTo Wo 2 3 9 7: — JR!: ^ llMfqT fw? f«TU 

'iTRo iRfErqT^t, tftiftfw WWtw, rttr % wrei ^pRifr | ; 

WT;, >SR *T\inPl't> ^rfETfRiTR, 1947 ( 1947 TT 14) qft RTTr 7 % ?rTT 

•imT 3 3 (*r) qit ( i ) snr sr?fr fir sfiFsfl-JT irdTSKi 

iTSfi 5rfEnR7ir qRify t 'ftsiRPr ^ ^fta-rTurr 7:rq, q o 

tr^o fWFT tra'TR^'Wr, fqq: ITRo ^ fqqlT q 

^iFRfqTffgTr qft qrqR ^ | irk ^ fqqjiq ^ fqtr mVtfqqi wftjqRq, 
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^ ? T % TW ^ TTT srftnnTT, ?ftT ^rr’j iT 

%q'^[?rrT^3TmfHT3PTT^n'T i 


WTwr iq-Rj^lw To Th: titV^ fTTir % 't^iw 


ifTo ft-o ?fo 
70 / 68 


To 2 5/3/6 8-'TToTRo 3, mflfST jfT^t ^ 

20^JTTt, 1968 fTfiTT^ T?TT % «b4 *MT tYtsTT^T 

^ I 


[To 25(3)/68-tTTo TTTo 3 (t^To ^ITTo-l] 


S.O, 2598,— In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of the Sub-Sec- 
tion (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central' 
Government hereby makes the following amendment in the order of the Govern- 
ment of India, In the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment) No. S-O. 3366, dated the 4th September, 1968,. 
namely; — 

In the Schedule to the said order, for the word “September,” the word “Novem- 
ber’’ shall be substituted. 

[No. P. 26/29/08-LR.III(LR I.n 
VTo WTo 2598: — TVrtfTT^ fTTK TfufTtlT, 1947 (l947 ^ 14) ^ 

TTTT lO^TTTTTT ( l) % (t) aiTl tnf'RTTf ^ TTtT TiTt gtl %'^T RTTIT 
TRT % TR, tWtTT ^RT^T TTTTT (>srT?ft7: -dTriT faTTT) %!m^TTo 

*6To TTofro 3366, TtflU 4 1968 fTRfrfeT ^tTT | 

TialT;- 

''TTTTT^Trr^FJ^’^^r, “fTTt^T, 19 57” % ^'TIT TT “TTtlT,, 

1967” Tk srf^Tlfw r^ptr TTTt'ir l” 

[to TiTo 25 / 29 / 68 -tT^o TRo 3 (t^To TTTo-I] 
New Delhi, the 27th May, 1971 

S.O. 2599. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers In relation to the Pun.lab National Bank and 
their workmen In respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed. 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said; 
dispute for adjudication. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1047 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which 
Shrl P. P, R. Sawhney shall be the Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Chandi- 
garh and refers the said dispute for adjudication, to the said Tribunal. 

“Whether the action of the management of the Punjab National Bank In re- 
fusing officiating chances to work as special assistant in leave arrange- 
ments to Shrl K. L. Gauba, Head Cashier at their Gurdaspur Branch 
was justified? If not, to what relief is he entitled?” 

[No. L 12012/11/71/LRIII.I 
T. K. RAMACHANDRAN, Under Secy- 
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27 11 - 7 ] 

^To W, o 2 5 9 9. — ir^; 41<«1.K # THT I ^Tl^ ^ 

srw^tlTT ^ ?flT ^T%T4=frrff ^ 

ITT Tl-grfoT R-TR f^fTT^T I ; 

ITT; % itT ^=r rqrTR'TTT % 1%UW ''TTO^flTr 

^TJlilTfr I I 

^ 7 ( 1 :. ferr? irftrrwT, 1947 ( i 947 'tt 14) TrraTU7-'f^’!TlT 

1 0 ^ETm ( 1 ) (^) jm TTfl I?rf^ SIT SITt^T !f7TT ^RYR irg^- 

sru 5rr«r^r?7T ’■frsT tttI' % f5r€% *fiAi(flH ^rrsEfT^i >sfr fto qr® 'etro 

JT^THT ^WI WR Tt ’ETfe^TO' filW- 

fTTTfr % f^tr fjrer ErR?fr| 1 

^qr cpjfR ?r?r^T?r 1'^ % T^TRcFST «fr %<> q;?!^ ITRT, iJ^Jf «fr>TTrR ^"r 
urruTt^ril^'raT^qr^r t ^sthttr sr^r^itf qr ^ttit 

^ qqr spTR RTq>f'qa' «Tr? Tfq fqR«r^?itq qrr 1” 

[ffo q^To- 120 12/1 1/7 i-qfTo «rTTo3] 

sto %o TTJRFR, SIT?: HfRT I 

(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 14th June 1971 

S.O. iS:)J. — In exercise of th: powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section t of thf 
E nployees, State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government hereby appoints th° 
20th day of June, 1971 as the date on which the provisions of Chapter IV (except sections 44 and 
45 which have already been brought into force) and Ciapters V anl VI [except sub-section (i) of 
Section 76 and sections 77, 78, 79 and 81 whicti have already been brought into force] of the said 
Act shall come into force in the following areas in the State of Punjab, namely: — 


S.No. 


Name of Village 


Had Bast 
No. 


1 Samdoo ............ 78 

2 Dhafcanso ............ 49 

3 Dhafcins 50 


in Tehsil Rajpura, District Patiala. 


[No. F, 6 o4(29)/70-HI] 

{«r*i T>irmf f^mq) 

14^ 1971 

quo <113 2600. — qn^TlfV TRiITttTT ?TfsifwT, 1948 ( 1948 ^11 34) ^ 
STTH 1 qft qiirnT ( 3) am ttvi wrqqqf qn q-T]q qRci |q 5 r?pt^ qq^sni 
1 97 1 qiV qq % 2ot fqq Tt qq qrfiTa' % ^ q fqqq TRrft § f^qfi qqq srfqfqqq ^ 
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wwiN 4 (aro 44 aV 45 % t) 5 ^ 

?iwiT 6 [anr 76 ^ j^aKr ( 1 ) srtT snn 77 , 78, 79 aVr si % aft 
^ qft ^ ^ ^ q^TR' tfr % fHHf^Rsid' it q^w : — 


flpq a 0 qta qq ara ^ aw 


1 ^rqii; ...... 78 

2 trqrpqft . , . . 49 

3 ...... 50 


[qo qqo 604( 29)/70-irao aifo] 
New Delhi, the 18th June 1971 

S.O. 2601 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section 1 
of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948). the Central Government 
hereby appoints the 27th day of June, 1971, as the date on which the provisions of 
Chapter IV (except sections 44 and 45 which have already been brought into 
force) and Chapters V and VI [excfept sub-section (1) of section 70 and sections 
77. 78. 79 and 81 which have already been brought into force] of the said Act 
shall come into force in the following areas in the State of Tamil Nadu, name- 
ly: - 


“The areas within the revenue village of : — 

(a) Palani; 

(b) Sinnakalayamputhur; 

(c) Sivagiripatti : 

(d) Perldkalayamputhur; 

(e) Kalayamputhur; 

(f) Kodalmangalam; 

(g) Nelkkarapattl; 

(h) Sukkamanalckanpattl; 

(1) Pethinaickanpattt; 

(]) Sithrsrtkulam; 

(k) Thalayuthu; 

in Palani Taluk, District Madurai”. 

[No. F. 604(20)/70-HI.] 


qf 1 Ilf, 1710 


qqo WTO 2601 : — TFR ^t^TT wfljfWT, 1948 ( 1948 ^^ 34) 

trirr i jqtrru ( 3) am srw qrfwff qr qtfprqn^ TRqqr T:[fT^TTr 

1 9 7 1 % fad qit qq mOw % fqqq ^ 

% wwq 4 (tnrr 44 45 %fwtr qftq^^q^'pVqfT’^^t't) vftx wjht 5 ?flx 
6 [tjRT 76 ^qqarrr ( 1 ) iftr otu 77 , 78, 79 , *fi'f 8i % ftwr q^ ^ qqn 
qfV qq |] ^ qqw qfw qr? ttr % fwftjq wq'f Jr sr^rr ^ 


"qfut fsrq % qiqnft div-qq. Jf, fqrqfqfw qfqf % % 

s^?r : 

(qr) qT?TPft; 

(q) fqqifqfr qq€t ; 

(^) 
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( 5 ) 

(^) 

(^5) 

•{f) 

((t) 

((j) I 

[FOT 'Flo 604( 20)/70-q^o FI^o] 


New Delhi, the 19th June 1971 


S.O. 2ff02. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section 1 
cf the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby appoints the 27th day of June, 1971 as the date on which the provisions of 
Chapter IV (except sections 44 and 45 which have already teen brought Into 
force) and Chapters V and vT (except sub-section (1) of section 76 and sections 77, 
78, 79 and 81 which have already been brought into force) of the said Act shall 
come Into force fai the following area in the State of Tamil Naidu, namely: — 


“The area within the limits of the revenue village of Usilampatti in Mana- 
parai Taluk. Tiruchirapalli District-” 


[No. F. 604/3/70-HI.I 


^ fe=5ft, 19 1972 

«pTo 'gTTo 2(8*2. — TTiT aVuT 1948 (l948 *PT 34) 

Jifr «TRT 1 ^ TTurnr '( 3) ynj si!fr»r ^tr 

1971 «IVI % 283f »frt % ’fFT ffEET t srftrrJEHT % 

mUET 4 (5TO 44 5fk 45 % ftrTR ^ 1?# gY SI^fT 5TT |) Fk 5 Fk 6 

(mn 76 ( l) ^ NRT 77 , 78, 79 Fk 81 % flT’TiE SiaTT 3(1 

%■ dkymrs TT^JT % k'-TfwftEI SiT^rt ^ jeei ■ — 

fsRT, HRimk it ^<5THTTfV % TTaiFT UET ?fkT % 


[(To t^o 604( 3)/70-q=^o Fl^o] 
New Delhi, the 26th June 1071 

S-O. 2603.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known ao 
Messrs. Pyrene-Ral Metal Treatments Limited, Plot No. 6, M.I.D.C. Industrial 
Estate, Kalyan Bhiwandi Road, Saravh, District Thana, Maharashtra have agreed 
that the provisions of the Etaployees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1962 (19 of 1952). should be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come Into force on the thirty-first 
day of March, 1960, 

[No. 8(286)/70-PF.IL] 


PjcA, 2 6 '^'1, 1971 

VTo (TTo 2 6o3. — *ET. 8 Ad ^dl pF HlnYd TET ^sryf 

MirZT, <W (To 6^ r^TTo wrf O ffo 'FETEJT frifA flT 
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liilFIT, JIFT^ ?«Tm ^ f^'t5R7 ?Tk ^ 

^71 ^ R ^'t I f% vrf^ PrftT tstt PTfij ^rrErPETiT, 

1952 ( 1952 W 19) % F^im «Ft 5rr'r 3rr^ 

?rT-, WfufTlTiT Tft aTCT 1 ^ETTO ( 4) ffTO 5TT^ ^FiTTTf ^ STTin' 

^ ?R3nT ^tRjFfPT % 'dW’I’-ST fSTTIlT ^ I’d'iffTTr ^fFJ <ti<iT[ ^ I 

JT? 1 969 % TTFT % FtT ^ ST^Tfl I 

[^io 8{ 285)/70-'«fto -2] 

S.O, 2604. — Wheieas It appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employeea in relation to the estalbllshment known as 
Messrs S. & N. Jarvali, Cloth Merchants, Belgaum Gali, Hubli, District Dharwar, 
Maharashtra have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1962 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable ta 
the said establishment: 1 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions: 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
January, 1971. 

[No, S. 35019(2)/71-PP.II.J 

TiTo sff o 2 604. — Td: ?n:*frn: scftd ^>rrr t Ft Srird trs- tr^o 

dtfr«r tdirid fsrdrsrRdR, 

rd4l'd+ tfrr spiT^rfTJfr dffitstTT W dlrf TT df | ffl dHT^lff VflVd fdRr 

Tfw?: fdftr ?rfErfdtrtT, 1952 ( 1952 19) % ddd Pdi'Td ^ 

^ ^ dTf^'7; 

iETd:, wd, ddd ^rrtrfdtrd dfV etki 1 ^ dwrr ( 4) am dm ^rfdddt dr ddV 

(K'tK ddd dfaidtTd % ddEptJ ddd ^dRd ^ T^ddlRT tTT^]; ^Rdt | I 
dFETddTdT 1971^ ^ddrV % ddd fdd dit ddrf ff dddt ^(etI I 

[do T^do-35019( 2)/71-Tto 1^110-2] 


S-0, 260,5.- -Whereas Messrs Fine Dye Stuffs and Chemicals (India) Limited^ 
61, Apollo Street, Bombay-1 (hereinafter referred to as the said establishment) 
has applied for exemption under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act. 1952 (19 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Government, the rules of the 
provident fund of the said establishment with respect to the rates of contribution 
are not less favourable to the employees therein than those specified in section 
6 of the said Act, and the employees are also in enjoyment of other provident 
fund benefits which on the whole are not less favourable to the employees than 
the benefits provided under the said Act of under the Employees’ Provident 
Funds Scherqe, 1952 (hereinafter referred to as the said Scheme) in relation to 
the employees in any other establishment of a similar character; 

Now. therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub- 
section (1) of section 17 of the said Act, and subject to the conditions specified 
In the Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government hereby exempts thC' 
said establishment from the operation of all the provisions of the said Scheme 
and in pursuance of sub-s?ctlon (3) of the said section 17, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby directs that, — . ■ ■ 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establishment shall pay within 
fifteen days of the close of the month of the Employees’ T’rovldent 
Fund, Insnection charees at the rate nf (1.09 ner cenf (zero noint zero 
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allowance, if any, and cash value of food concession admissible 
thereon) for the time being payable to the employees of the said 
establishment who would have become members under "the said 
Scheme but for this exemption; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident fund contributions in 
accordance with the directions issued by the Central Government 
from time to time. 


The Schedule 

. I. The employer shall submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund 
Commissioner as the Central Government may, from time to time prescribe, 

2. The employer shall furnish, to each employee an Annual Statement of 
Account or Pass Book. 


3. All expenses mvolved In the administration of the Fund including the 
maintenance of accounts, submission of accounts and returns transfer of 
accumulations, payment of inspection charges etc., shall be borne bv the 
•€implOyer. 

A The employer shall display on the Notice Board of the establishment a copy 
of the rules of the Fund as approved by the appropriate Government and, as and 
when amended alongwith a translation of the salient points thereof in the 
language of the majority of the employees. 

w h employee who is already member of the Employees’ Provident 

Fund (Statutory Fund) or the Provident Fund of another exempted establish- 
ment IS employed in hj^s estabhshment, the employer shall immediately enrol him 
ns a member of the Fund of the establishment, and accept the past accumula- 
tions in respect of such employee and credit to his account, ^ 

The employer shall enhance the rate of provident fund contributions appro- 
priately if the rate of provident fund contributions for the class of establishments 
m which his estaibhshment falls is enhanced under the Employees’ Provident 
Ftmnly Pension Fimd Act, 1962 so that the benefits under the Provi- 
dent Fund Scheme of the establishment shall not become less favourable than the 

Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 


'7. The establishment shall submit an audited balance sheet of its provident 
fund every year to the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner within 3 months 
of the close of the year. 


8. No^ amendment of the rules of the provident fund shall be made withrait 
the previous approval of the Central Provident Fund Commissioner. WhOTe aiS 
amendment is likely to, affect adversely the interests of the employee, the (Ilntral 
Provident Fund Commissioner shall, before giving, his approval; give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 


[No. 36014(1)/71-P,F,II.] 

<f!To VTo 260 5. — dd; 

61 , srqWt (f^ ^ ^ nqr |) ^ 

rqfsr fwr 'TfTcTR f^rfa- srfkPpPt, 1952 (1952 ^ 19 ) (f^?r 

'TITTRT (pfT W I) STHT 17 # ( l) % (joy 

% f^ftr fjrm I; 


irh: ^ TPT jfV ^ Kffjnr 

fjTfa' fdiTif ^ r^pnif ^ jtr- cpjapfi 1 7ft ^rTsrf^TiiiT ^ 

aro 6 5f I, sfTjf’jrft argf^^rTti (fft tt | ttt 

’^rfrifr % fei fwijrr trgf^isrmf % ^ Tff, 

^ ia-rsrrdw % srifW !qlT jnf^Errft f^f^r 

1 952 (f^m TK’JRi; Tift IPTT % ?TKft7T TTTfff t; 
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5Rr:, ^ *fft mn i7 ^ ( i) ^ (if) sm irtt 

^ SRFT |TT ^ iJlTf ^.' |Tr, 

Ft ^«Rr Fi^tiT ^ ?mt laq^lf % STT^IT ?! tfft ^ 

wV?: TFT am 1 7 ^ft Tram ( 3 ) % stjett t r?i^?r ^?ft ^ 

tF— 

(f) TFT FTm ^r TIF:® fFTtFF TFT Fqm % TT Ft, Ft 

F| ^ T 5ft 5>ft ?ft, TFT ^Fta ^ Tnftr ft ft^, cT?Firir 
^ FTT ^ (wmifw TtfTTT^ limr, aftaiTF Fif ft, 

atr TT qr ^smer ftarw ft fft ^) 0 . o9 (W'lr 
?]TT vfr) afdTfrd' qft FT ^ fFTtSTF-aaTT FTHTkT % FTf tFF % TftctT 

FFTT<t tTf'F Ft %FT; 

(ft) TFT frrtTF TfF^ ftrfa !rfTFTTt Ft, %5lftF TRFR fTTT FTF-TFF ^T 
fTFI% FF fa^rff % ?ldTTT, fFlrffT FTtFT I 

1. f'TFt'HF m^ftiF afm faftr wfft fI f fFTTfrat ttfi fT^f 

■« 

TTFTT TTT-TTT FT Ft I 

2. fartTF FTFF FnHrtt Ft FlfaF ^'f^TT FT FPF ^ '(TTFT I 

3. fafa t FTTTT, fFT^ ^’aTWtFr TFTTT TTFTT, iftT fFFTfTTt FT 

T^rr TTFT, TWft FT a-riTO)', fFttsTT-FFTTt snft FT TFTF Ttfrafra f, 
t T^ ^FTt FT FfT OtfITF 5TTT fFTT TTtfTT I 

4. fFTlTF TnjfFT TTTFTT ITTT Fl^TtfFT fafa tr fFFTt Ft t^F Ffa TF.FT t* 
g;TFT-FJ FT FFfFT FtFT 5ftT FT F^ TFt TTtaF fFFT FTT^FT dF FT- 
TrfTFt Ft TfTWT Ft TTFT aTFt IJFF FFT FTdt FT iSnjFr at FFriJlT 
FtFT I 

5. FK F'rf rrar FFFTTt, Tt FWtt ftfa (fE^ fafa) FT ^T-FT'T 

fFffr FPT TFTFT Ft fafa FT FfT ft t FTTF |, TTt' ?FTFT t 

faFtfar ftai | at faatirF Taraa Ft fafa f f ff it ^tft aia d,T'a 
^ Ftar atr F^artt Ft araa Ta% fFst aaat Ft Ti^tFTT FFtr 
T5^ Tat ^a t Tar Ftar 1 

6 . afa TT at t Taraat t fart, fTair taataF ft aarFa "Frar I, atw fafar 
t afaaiat tt ft Faartt atrsa fafa aar fTtfit ata fafa Tfafaaa 
1952 ta^afTTtian^atfaTtTFafFiafafatwfaa^ aTT^faa,. 
FF t FfT tar arfF Taraa tt afa^ fata Tata t aata at agf aat Ta 
sr^taaTat t ft a ft anf faaat ^aarar aatarCt afata fafa aH 
FfWr taa fata afataaa, i952 %!Tiftat 1 

Taraa aaat afa^ fafa aa aafttwr gaa-Fa fr ft srrtfaTF fafa 
aiw Ft aatar % dta ara t iftar arar 1 
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8. fTfir ^ frfsr %■ ^ 

% fw I ^ fTi# ^ ^=^Tf^r %' qr 

TfTr ^TiTFT ^ %fStT Msf SIW ^ € 

p, qriT^TTfTTt qrt ?T'Frr ?fe^>ir qr?;^ qr ^rf^cwq^ i 

[qo 35014( l)/71-q>ot^tfio-2] 

S.O. 2606. — Whereas it appeairs to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
The/Messrs Mangalore Ganesh Beedi Works, Jayasri, Nilaya. D. No. A. 389, 
Narayanswamy Temple Street, Chamraj Nagar, Mysore State, have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said esta]j,liShinenf; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies "the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
February, 1970. 

[No. S. 35019(64)/71-PF.II.] 

^0 ?lTo 2606.-Td: qit STcftcT ftcfi | fq? JT^T^fk qvf7r 

'qnr^ft ?fo tvo 389, ^pr, 

4^ TRT TPPF ?«TFTfi ^ sAt qW’Trfkff # SjfH’iqT TT 

f>»rf |%^’TRttTf^f^g?fRqk,5rR:T?FrfTftJ 1952 ( 1 952 qr 19 ) 

% rtitt vrn]; fqrir qrk =qTf^; 

qra':, viq?r ^Tfsrf^m 4 \ snrr 1 qft ^qarm ( 4) jttt tr^rr qrr spft»T 

?Rq>TT 'S4d qrflildqh % ^qg^sr ^iqT qit itd^siTT vtpt qpxfl’ ^ 1 

1970 ^ qrkrft ^ tm fipi qrt 1 

[#o C[?To 35 019( 64)/71-ql'oi:^o-2] 

S.O. 2607. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Rajasthan Commercial COTporation, Boghawadi, Station Road, Surat have 
agreed that the provisions of the Emfloyees’ Provident Funds and Fajjiily Pen- 
sion Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) should be made applicable to the said establish- 
ment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of 
section 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions 
of the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the thirtieth day of June, 1971. 

[No. S. 35019(10)/71-PF-II.] 

2607.— q^r: Rrqnr qft q^ qrftq TTqpsnd" 

qqrfqrqqT qnrrkqFr, qkrrqrqt Tk ^<d dTq+ ^qiqd ^ fipfl^fsr 
qrq’qTfkff # dgd'feq i ^ qrq qr qi qf | wqiTt fqfsr rri 'ifTqrT 
q 5 FT fqfsr RftrrdqR, 1952 (i 952 qiT 19) % Rqq^g Rqq qit vtpt 
=qTf^ I 

Rd’:, RR, Rqd RMqqR qft rkt 1 qrV rtotu ( 4) irt srr' qrr qqfiq 
«ti<^ gtr %rgkr d<.+K 'd'td qrftrfqqR ^ Rqqvar .^qd Rnqq q?f o.d'^s.Ki rpt qR^ ^ 1 

qf RfsrgRdr 1 97 1 % 3oq q?r qfd |Wi .T 

[Ro tTRo 35019( 10)/71-qtotTrf;o-2] 
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S O. 2608 — Wheieas Messrs Chesebrough Ponds Incorporated, Fagun Mansion, 
19 Commander-in-Chief Eoad, Madras-8 (hereinafter referred to as the said estab- 
lishment) has applied lor exemption under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 
17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 

of 1952); ^ 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Government, the rules of the provi- 
dent fund of the said establishment with respect to the rates of contribution are 
not less favourable to the employees therein than those specified in section 6 of 
the said Act, and the employees are also in enjoyment of other provident fund 
benefits which on the whole are not less favourable to the employees than the 
benefits provided under the said Act or under the Employees’ Provident Funds 
Scheme, 1952 (hereinafter referred to as the said Scheme) in relation to the 
employees in any other establishment of a similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub- 
section (1) of section 17 of the said Act, and subject to the conditions specified 
in the Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government hereby exempts the said 
establishment from the operation of all the provisions of the said Scheme and in. 
pursuance of sub-section (3) of the said section 17, the Central Government here- 
by directs that, — 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establishment shall pay within 

fifteen days of the close of the month to the Employees’ Provident 
Fund, inspection charges at the rate of 0.09 per cent (zero point zero 
nine per cent) of the pay (basic wages, dearness allowance, retaining 
allowance, if any, and cash value of food concession admissible 
thereon) for the time being payable to the employees of the said 
establishment who would have become members under the said 
Scheme but lor this exemption; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident fund contributions in 

accordance with the directions issued by the Central Government 
from time to time. 

The Schedule 

1. The employer shall submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund 

Commissioner as (he Central Government may from time to tim.e 
prescribe. 

2. The employer shall furnish to each employee an Annual Statement of 

Account or Pass Book. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Fund including the 

maintenance of accounts, submission of accounts and returns, transfer 
of accumulations, payment of inspection charges etc., shall be borne 
by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of the establishment a 

copy of the rules of the fund as approved by the appropriale Gov- 
ernment and, as and when amended alongwith a translation of the 
salient points thereof in the language of the majority of the emplo- 
yees. 

5. Where an employee who is already member of the Employees’ Provident 

Fund (Statutory Fund) or the Provident Fund of another exempted 
establishment is employed in his establishment, the employer shall 
immediately enrol him as a member of the Fund of the establihment, 
and accept the past accumulations in respect of such employees and 
credit to his account, 

6. The employer shall enhance the rate of provident fund contribution 

appropriately if the rate of provident fund contribution for the class 
of establishments in which his establishment falls is enhanced under 
the Employees’ Provident Fund and Family Pension Fund Act 1952 
so that the benefits under the provident fund Scheme of the establish- 
ment shall not become less favourable than the benefit provided 
under the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 
1952. 

7. Tlie establishment shall submit an audited balance sheet of its providsnt 
fund every year to the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner within 
3 months of the close of the year. 

8. No amendment of the rules of the provident fund shall be made without 
the previous approval of the Central Provident Fund Commissioner 
Where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the interests of 
the employee, the Central Provident Fund Conimissioner shall 
before giving his approval, give a reasonable opportunity to the emp- 
loyees to explain their point of view. 


INo n/47/70-PF. TI..] 
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TTo 8TTo 22 08. — W: t^PT 19 

TT? +i 4 m (fw% TWR]^ \d'Kl f^TTHT 't'^l ^ 

a'«rr qfT^K ^>pf 1952(19525^119) (f:;r% 

qwrq; gwci srftjf^PPT 'Pfi w |) imr 1 1 ^ ( 1 ) ^ (t) 

% ^ ^ f^in' I ; 

5fti: w; ^ TFT if stfirTR qff ?Tf % wfw 

f^rfsT sfnHrlrjff % firir ^ fwff ir ^ f 5 ft ^ffsrffpTJT qff 

trnr 0 if ftrfiffe: t ’'rk 't.4-ird 'rkw f^ftr apt ipit y ^tjrcf «ff ht Tt I 

=Enfkrf ^ f%ir ^ ^ JT^Ermf % | kr ^ sr^ % 

Fim % ^nHrfiTff % if ^3^ ?ifErfim % sraki kk ^fnr^^rff »d%w krftr 

195 2 (kr% ^if HTfr W t) % ?nfk €f STTrft I ; 

?Tfr:, 51^, scrfsrfwi etri 17 ^srsirTT ( 1 ) % (^) srt 

qrf^Rpff qir jnfW gir ^fk ^'tt^ if kkfe: ^ % *n^ gif 

^ <,+ K 'd'td R) IM'I k 'd'W ^^ikr % ^pff ^W^Elf % fl ^ l(d'l9l M ^tff % 

■sfk STRT 1 7 5^ dMEiKi (3) % ?r^wr if %kk t^rRsiu ktw ^ | 
r®F — 

(55) Rim % kqkrF rtfr % ^ ^nkrrfkrf qrr ^fr qf? 
qf ^ 51 ^r f Rf eft Bw Fqrk ^ qrEfk fr?w ff nif ^ 5 Thr!t 
ki ^iPT % (wmfk' Tr3T^ ’Tk'nf wr srffTEjROT qk kff 
g)r qk ^ TT ^pjifq qrT?T fkir*id qir 'RR ^jrq ) 0.09 q^nr^q 
5 J 51 T ql) srkyq kf ER % kkrsRT-qqR: hihm % q^qg fcr ^ kkr 
qnkrkf qk^q kftr qff krr ; 

{^) ^qq fqqkpp wFqsir fqfsr qfqqrqf kf % 5 ?fq FWR jm qqq qqq 

TT fqqqk k fq%qf % qrqqR kFqf^ kkir 1 

wqgkf 

1. Fqqkw snkftiq'/kjffq wkeq fqftj qpjqq qff q kqqkiqt kn^ 

%kk ^<q,K qqq-qqq- tT fq%q qk I 

2. fqqkrq' sR^qr qrqqkf ^ qifqqi k^-fqqrq qr trt qqr q^qr 1 

3. kfsr k qqRpT krqq %^rT?ff w qqk q^qr qk fqqqkrqf qq 

kqr RRT qqqf qq qqnqr Fkferq qqkf qrk qq qqrq qfrqfqq 
^ if ynqfiRr qqf sqqf qq qgq fqqkrqr qnj fkiT qrrifqr 1 

4. fqqkrq q^fqq ft+k im sspjrfrfqq fqfq % fqqqf qff qqr srfq Rrm 
% ^tqqr-qq qq qqfkq qkqr qk ^rq qkf qqif qqffqq fkrr qkqr qq 
qqrqrkqf qff qg qqqr qff qrqr if ^r^-qw qreff qq q^qiq kf 
qqfqq qkqr 1 

qfq krr qkqkr kf qrkqnO qfqw FqFq (qpjkf FqFq) qr ^E-qqq 
f%rff q^q Rfiqq qff qfqw FqFq qq qgk ^ if qqqq ^ qq% qqrqq if 
fqqfkr gpri ^ qf fqqkrqr qqirq qff fqfq ¥ qqfq ^ qq if qqqq qqq 


5. 
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^ ^ Jir^^rrfr ^ fropr ?r*pff 

^RTTi y 1^ if I 

6. *r1% ^ % Rimf % fiTTtw fT Rim *nrrr f 

^iPiiwT fHfij ^PTT 'dwT ^ifR ftfsr 1952 % ^rsfdr 

?ifT Tt ^ ?ft ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ cnf^ f»im irf^ ftrfe' ^ srsfR ^ y^Hiyr^ ^ 
srjfwsfr ^ ?r ^ sprurr >h4-ii0 '(riw ftfsr 

itdr TfwT jrfHfqTur 1952 % | 1 

7. ?«rFH 111941 TTf^par f 4 ftr 9 >t irrclfTO 5^ 9 ?! fr 99 sn^ftpF/ 

i%ftr 9fr % 4l7T irni ^ dtcn: 1 

8. ifif^Tsir f4fsr f4ir4f 4 94^ 41 4vflH9 »f^ 'rf^'su f4f4 *n^ % ^ 

% 1W 9 ^ fW un49T I f%4l Wm 4 Td ^N l Rif)' %■ 

%fl TT mRiW SOTFT 9W IF'R'iaT ^1 Klf^TR f4fa‘ 

STW ^ ^ 41 ?mT JjfeFlw ft's? yt4 9t 

9[fVi^«Ki ?fwi: ^ I 

[4wr 11/47/70-4I0 tT9io-2] 

S,0 3609,- 'Whereas Messrs New India Fisheries Limited, Satna House, 
Sassoon Dock. Colaba, Bomibay-6 (hereinafter referred to as the said establish- 
ment) has applied for exemption under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1962 (19 of 
1952); 

And whereas In the opinion of the Central Government, the rules of the 
provident fund of the said establishment with respect to the rates of contribution 
are not Jess favourable to the employees therein than those specified in section 6 
of the said Act, and the employees ape also in enjoyment of other provident fund' 
benefits which on the whole are not less favourable to the employees than the 
benefit provided under the said Act or under the Employees’ Provident Funds 
Scheme, 1962 (hereinafter referred to as the said Scheme) In '-elation to the em- 
ployees In any other establishment of similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub- 
section (1) of section 17 of the said Act, and subject to the conditions specified in 
the Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government hereby exempts the said 
establishment from the opration of all tha provisions of the said Scheme and In 
pursuance of sub-section (31 of the said section 17, the Central Government here- 
by directs that, — 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establishment shall within 

fifteen days of the close of the month to the Employees’ Provident- 
Fund, Inspection charges at the rate of 0.09 per cent (zero point zero 
nine per cent) of the pay (basic wages, dearness allowance, retaining 
allowance. If any, and cash value of food concession admissible 
thereon) for the time being payable to the employees of the said 
establishment who would have become members under the said 
Scheme but for this exemption; 

(b) the said employer shall invest the provident fund contributions In 

accordance with the directions Issued by the Central Government 
from time to time. 


The Schedule 

1. The employer shall submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund 

Commissioner as the Central Government may from time to time 
prescribe. 

2. The employer shall furnish to each employee an Annual Statement of 

Account or Pass Book. 
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3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Fund Including the 

maintenance of accounts, submission of accounts and returns, transfer 
of accumulations, payment of inspection charges etc., shall be borne- 
by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of the establishment a 

copy of the rules of the fund as approved by the appropriate Gov- 
ernment and, as and when amended alongwlth a translation of the- 
salient points thereof In the language of the majority of the emplo- 
yees. 

5. Where an employee who is already member of fhe Employees’ Provident 

Furrd (Statutory Fund) or the Provident Fund of another exempted 
establishment is employed in his establishment, the employer shall 
immediately enrol him ag a member of the Fund of the establihment, 
and accept the past accumulations in respect of such employee and' 
credit to his account. 

6. The employer shall enhance the rate of provident fund contribution 

appropriately if the rate of provident fund contribution for the class 
of establishments in which his establishment falls is enhanced under 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 195i' 
so that the benefits under the provident fund Scheme of the e.stabllsh- 
ment shall not become less favourable than the benefit provided 
under the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 
1952. 

7. The establishment shall submit an audited balance sheet of its provident- 

fund every year to the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner within 
3 months of the close of the year. 

8. No amendment of the rules of the provident fund shall be made without' 

the previous approval of the Central Provident Fund Commissioner. 
Where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the interests of 
the employees, the Central Provident Fund Commissioner shall, before 
giving his approval, give a reasonable opportunity to the employees, 
to explain their point of view. 

[No. 11/40/70-PF, II.]: 

^oWTo 260 9.-iRr:4RH?t{;?ferT f^iinfrsr ?T^, Rijd- TIT, «Pb?rraT,, 

^ ^ptt t ^ ^4*^10 yffrar 

5^1^ 1952( 1952 W" 19) 

irm i7'iftdHyKi( i) ^ 

fWT ^nNTrv.iff % ^ ^ JFf 51^ 6 *1 

0 irfw f¥sr 'ifr sft ^fr 

^ ^ ^ I, ^ !ITR ^ TFT PTTPT 

% ^ Jr, TrfsrffTl^ % ttIw fHftr ptflr, 

i952 (f^^FR% qT!W ) %snfr^^V^jr^ 

TTST- , 'd'Kt Tit tjm 1 7 T>t 'SHWI <,1 ( 1 ) (TI ) a I tl ITTfT wfTrnff 

TiT 5Fr>T TFxT TltT ^ Jf illcff % glj, IKTTK 

'd'Ki PTTFT Trt % ?r*ft NSMiutit % n'lnu Jl ^ ^ TitT iSTd.- 

OTTI 17T?tgWTr ( 3) % TFJRTW Jr H<+l HldTAKT ^fft | f%- 

(ti) prm it fwtrpF ^ fttft ^ ^ Tn^iMt fit, ^ft,. 

^tcft fit, ^?Ttr ^ {jtd) 

dfHRV TT % (grrarf^ »ftt, nffram ttttt, 

Tfr *T>lC ^ , Tltr TT TT^TTT faisi TT RTiT ) 0.09 

(iq^ TTIWI ^ Jft) urdfld T?t TT Jr ftrJtWT-sntR RTOTFI % 
fipT % TfFT vrf^ r 



1 J Ul ll JU-Lil 


(’sr) OTiT>sr^ f^ftr 'irf'fT^’! jt'ct ?,tt 4 ?nT^ t^; 

^'T f'.iwf ^ 'q'-ii^Tr?;, I 

1. m'srp' TTT pTfiT ^r.’JJTS' Sfft i fT^r^pTJTt '?W fiF|' 

i ^iTir wr 'tt ^ i 

2. pR>3r^ sreq-^ ^pir^rd 'rI' ^siT-1%qTiT irr "rra: '^^rirr i 

3. ftrRj % 3T RRR, #gTiff ^ f^^rPTifi ^ ■ff^rr 

'srrfTi, ?f^iTlr^5r^0T, PrCrOT-sriTRlr ?rrfe ^ft ^ttr ?Tf«T%rr^|, t ?r»fr 

®irirf ^r snr wiT^^rr i 

4. f^rPRsr^ ^twr jt j f^rfa' % f^irff 5rr% ^^tn-q-^i % Tr- 

TF qr^ ijfli: ^ Ppn jITttitt rw qfr qgwrr q?f vrrqr 

if ^Hqft qq 5r^qT? ^ 5r!?1%q i 

5. qlr q^TT qnP^qr^, ^ qTjNrft •qlw Prfsr (qn^ fqftr) qr fq??ft 

qvq- qft f¥a- qq q^ ^«nq^5f fqqtf^ frqr | 

f^'t^qr ^sqrqq qTt fFTTa" % % ^q if qrq fr qfk t:^ qiH’^iiRq'f 

qftqRq^% fq^qr^fqrqf qrtRaftqrrcqrq^^ ^q®F if w ||qR:qT i 

6 . qi% ^ q# % wiqqff % f^rr^, fqiftqrqT qq wr |, fqfsT 

% ^rRrqrqf q?r tt qnr^^ ■qfqw fqftr qfk q?rq Wsr srfErfwr 1952 % 
iq^q qfT qt 5m![ fq^rsrqr qfqcqfqftr^ ?rfk?Fff qff qr qq ir im ^qrf^ 

q^t 'Tf^ FFf^ % mftq q?t qq q^lwrqf % qrq sqfj^ q ^T ^ 

qqrqrft fqf^ sffr «F|^ qwq fqfq qrftrfqqq, 1952 % «q«ffq 

i I 

7 . wrrq qfw qq qTd%q gqq-qq fr q^f qrq%«F/%i#q 
fqfk qrr^qqqpf qqfqT^^fyqqTq^^ftqTqqqT ij 

8. fqftf vqfq^ f^fq STT^ % "jt q'-jn'fqq 

% fw q?P fw qTq;qr 1 q^f f^ qqf£rq t q^qqrRqf ^ f^qf qr qPffq qmq q?qT 

^ q?t %^=?fq qfq'^ fqftr srr^qq ,qrqqT ?rjqfqq qq ^ "j# qqHrfqqf qff srqqr 
^ffeqqfrq qn:q qq *jfqqqqq qrqqc qqr 1 

[?fo 11 / 40 / 70 - 1 ^ 01^0 II] 

S.O, 2610. — ^Whereas Messrs Zurich Insurance Company, Manek Mahal, 90 Vir 
Nariman Road, Churchgate, Bombay-20 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
establishment) has applied for exemption under clause (a) of sub-section (1) of 
section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 19.12 
(19 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Government, the rules of the pro- 
vident fund of the said establishment with respect to the rates of contribution are 
not less favourable to the employees therein than those specified In section 6 of the 
said Act, and the employees are also in enjoyment of other provident fund benefits 
which on the whole are not less favourable to the employees than the benefits 
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provided under the said Act or under the Employees’ Provident Fund Scheme, 
1952 (hereinafter referr^ to as the said Scheme) In relation to the employees in 
any other establishment of a similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub-sectloni 
(1) of section 17 of the said Act, and subject to the conditions specified in the 
Schedule annexed hereto, the Central Government hereby exempts the said estab- 
lishment from the operation of all the provisions of the- said Scheme and in pursu- 
ance of sub-section (3) of the said section 17, the Central Government hereby 
directs that, — 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establishment shall pay within 

fifteen days of the close of the month to the Employees’ Provident 
Fund, inspection charges at the rate of 0.09 per cent (zero point zero 
nine per cent) of the pay (basic wages, dearness aliowance, retaining 
allowance, if any, and cash value of food concession admissible' 
thereon) for the time being payable to the employees of the said 
establishment who would have become members under the said! 
Scheme but for this exemption; 

(b) the said employer shall Invest the provident fund contributions in: 

accordance with the directions issued by the Central Government 
from time to time. 

The Schedule 

1. The employer shall submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund 

Commissioner as the Central Government may from time to time 
prescribe. 

2. The employer shall furnish to each employee an Annual Statement of 

Account or Pass Book. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Fund including the 

maintenance of accounts, submission of accounts and returns, trar 
of accumulations, payment of inspection charges etc,, shall be borne 
by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of the establishment a 

copy of the rules of the fund as approved by; the appropriate Gov- 
ernment and, as and when amended alongwith a transldtlon of the 
salient points thereof in the language of the majority of the emplo- 
yees. 

5. Where an employee who is already member of the Employees’ Provident 

Fund (Statutory Fund) or the Provident Fund of another exempted 
establishment is employed in his establishment, the employer shall 
Immediately enrol him as a member of the Fund of the establihment, 
and accept the past accumulations in respect of such employee and 
credit to his account. 

6 . The employer shall enhance the rate of provident fund contribution 

appropriately if the rate of provident fund cont';ibutton for the class 
of establishments in which his establishment falls Is enhanced under 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952’ 
so that the benefits under the provident fund Scheme of the establish- 
ment shall not become less favourable than the benefit provided 
under the Employees’ Provident Funds and FamiH Pension Fund Act, 
1952. 

The establishment shall submit an audited balance sheet of Its provident 
fund every year to the Regional Provident Fund Gomml.-;sioner within 
3 months of the close of the year. 

8 , No amendment of the rules of the provident fund shall be made without 
the previous approval of the Central Provident Fund Commissioner. 
■Where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the interests of 
the employee, the Central Provident Fund Commissioner shall, before 
giving his approval, give a reasonable opportunity to the employees 
to explain their point of view, 

[No. S-35014/2/71-PF. II.] 

TTo 2 6 lo.-ipr: tfipf 9 o, ’rtr ttPet 

tT^'R-2 0 (fsrt 'BmpT urm mri |) % eAt 

)9S2 fi9.s2^ i.q'i qFjrm- 
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hYuJIcT: ^ fTfij 

ffTJni i^rq-^rfoff ^ fawf ^ ^ ^ f ^'r vfiTfk^ ^ mxr 6 

5r t, jfrx Jfra^TTfr Tif^ Wa # spa agfWt at ir tH aft ^raaiftai ^ fair 
^afaaRT?: JT^jraiar^smiafiEara^l, aft 37ft jtytt fWt wna % 

^aaiftat^iRair, ^q^afsrfatT, % wsfta ?fh: qr^aift af^ Wa ?iifta, 1952 
(f^l‘^aSr^a%'T¥am 3 a^ ?*ffta jfrfTL’ar |) % aata ^taicft^; 

aa:aa, ^raafafaaa'Flanr iT^FiTaam ( i)'T;^y (w) sm asrw afwaf 
siqta ^ gtratrya^ aqrira atfta. T^a ftr, 

aTYR aTT ?arTT ^'raTT?=jpta%aat aquaaf^aasa ^atraw 

smj 17^13^1x1(3) %a^a 7 ?iiJi%^a axYTT — 

(^) 3 fa Tam ^ faatara 3 aa Tam aa aaarfxat al, ar, afa a^ 
m a jft ftdt at, aaa Tiila ^ asita aaTa ft »iit 
fta, aaroa la aaa % (aiarftar aaj^ft, afar^aar, afaaraa 
aai, a a ^If ft, air aaar aajia ^ria fxaraa aa aa:aij;Ta) 
0. 09 (if|;^aaa?raai=aat) afaaa aft ax ^ laxtsaa-aix aiaaa 
^ a^sf faa % atax aiaaaxi afaisa fafa all^; 

(la ) 3 *Fa^ ftralarar fafa afmrat aft, %afta axaax fiai Ttaa-Tiaa 
ax faaa^r ait '^i araTiix, fafaffa arlai 1 

wa?pit 

1. l^aRrifr ailFaar afa^ fafaar^aa afr a faafxmt aiifai Irafra axatx 
aaa-Tiaa ax faffa ail 1 

2. faataai a?lai aatarlt aft aifaai ^laa-fawi ar ara fai i 

3. 1 ^ ^ aaiaa , faa^i aa aaro; xuar , %anaff atx faaxfmt aa 

^srr^rai, aaaiaa ?r?axoT, faxteia-aaixi aiFa aa am afrafaa 
t, 1 aarxfm aaft ml ’tt afa faataai irxr fw airt^ 1 

4. faaiarar aafm axa-ix itxt si'^jatraa fafa % fami afr irai afaTaiaa ^ 
aaa.m axaafaa ailaiatxm arat aali aataa faiai smtai 
aa aiaaifxai afr afaaar aft aiai Ji aaaft asa-^ijaii arat ar 
waaia alaafm arlai 1 

5. aFaarf ^aiaaarfi.ataiaaixtafm fafa (aipjat fafa) ar ^- 

am faxft aia xam ait afa^a fafa aa af^' ^ aara ar# Tam Ji 
faatraa ftai t at fartaai Tam aft fafa % axTa %iFait aaaa 
ara jxia ^aaaflar atx aafaixt aft arm aaaf rTO^aaafaft 
Tatairx arxli 37^ 371% ^la ^ aar ailar 1 

6. afa 3a Tif li Tamf Ir faq, faaJi faalisrai aa Tam arai t, afm faf^ 

liafaijTarai’taxaafarx'tafaGafafa atx afxaixlTaa fafa afafaaa, 
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1 9 5 2 % <cr^rT r ^ «Tfs[^ Frfsr v *ifmTirt ?ifr tt 

^T?nf^ ETTET fnftr 

^ sr^^^sTTcr sT'^l^srwT % ^jr^T STT^i^ ^ ^ M^*rr 

^tf^nrT f^ftr ^ftr Tfr^ srftrf^ir, 1952 % 

«r?fR t : 

7 — ^qpT JST'T^ «Tf^ fTFsr ^ ITT^feTcT STT^^PF 

f^ET wn{,^fcr 'Pt TTkl % ^ ETO % itfy^ 'E#Trr ; 

8 — flifTf^T f^rfa faTtil Fr !P>t 3ft aifta^ aftiM ftrfa 3 Tfj«ri ^ 

'■crjTtTT %faTT arrcTTr : ftirift ffsfftriT ^ 

r^Tt TT srf^H Sr^HT TfTT IT^TI^ ?t ^ 3Tfti^ ftlfET 

'iiTfTT ‘crjfft^T ^ ^ (T'ett ’rxft ^ 

[ao trEo-35014( 2)/? 1-^0 ^1502] 

8.0. 2611. — ^Whereas it appear to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority o£ the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
the Messrs Mangalore Ganesh Bldi Works, Near Bus Stand, Vlttal. South Kanata 
have agreed that the provisions ol the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family 
Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said estab- 
lishment; 

Now, therelore, in exercise of the power? conferred by sub-section (4) of sec- 
tion 1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of 
the said Act to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force on the first day of 
February, 1970. 

[No. S. .35019/6.3/71-PF. II.] 


^0 Wo 2flii--trT:^'’!ftT?D3frrTi(fttrf sr?ftd|t?rr^ftF^(i^3TT5fk>Tiji-VT^Vrt^, 
'TfPTSF ftpFJ, , 3TF?«r fTTlpF WEPT % ffilftof^r ElVt ?ift 

^ TTT Tt: K?[»TT t ^-4’Trft 3Tf^ fMtj iiftT tTwt ftifsr ?irtrf^, 

1952 ( 1952 <FT 1 9 } % ^ PHTPI STP]; ifift ) 

^TT: , OT, T«RT ^ mrr i gft ^artrirr ( 4) f ttt irh siftRpft ^ trtfftr 

sptiT |iT tr?:^rT: ^TrtrFpTiT % wet ^ am ^ ^Trft | ; 

1970^ TiPTft % Sr«fiT ftET lift tf^?T tWfft ^prift ■. 1 

[po tr^To 35019( 63) 71-Tto 0(950 2] 

S.O, 2612. — ■'Whereas it appears to the Central Government that the employer 
and the majority of the employees in relation to the establishment known as 
Messrs Qullon Wood Industrial Co-operative Society Limited, No. 4(^94, Valak- 
kevila. ^uilonTO, Kerala have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fimd Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made appli- 
cable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exerice of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 
1 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby applies the provisions of the 
said Act to the said establishment with effect from the 31&t July, 1971 


[No. S. 35019(66) /71-PF. II.] 
DAL JIT SINGH, Under Secy. 
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>^110 1110 26I2.-T^T; !ffr 5Teft?r ^IrfT | f^f7 f^'PT 

wo 4 094 ^rfV'iTT, 1 0 , fn^PF 

wm % fT4>5r+' ^rk t?: ^r^rra- 

^f 4 '’ 55 T ftrfsr 1 %fu srrsrfTni, 1952 ( 1 952 4 t 19) % OTspa- f«rm 

'FTP]; gp^ =^fiT ; 

VT; *9 4, pfirfrinT sfV arm 1 51 V ^rarTr ( 4 ) s^m siTrr si ftci^ 1 ^r ttft 
jfT ^ 4 wftrfFPTu % Tw?Er i«rm sft iTcr^ffTTT 3 1 1 9 7 1 

[Po lTiro 35019( 66)/71“Tto it4;o_2] 

^H'SflcT r<J^, *147; I 


(Department of Labour and Employment! 

Neio Delhi, the 16th June 1071 

S.O, 2613. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (1), (3) and 
(4) of section 5A of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 
of 1948), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri S. K. Ghosh, Deputy 
Chairman, Calcutta Port Commissioners, Calcutta as a member of the Calcutta 
Dock Labour Board and nominates him to be the Chairman of the said Board 
with effect from the 28th May, 1971 to the 16th June, 1971, vice Shri K. K. Ray 
and makes the following further amendments in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation 
(Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 1322, dated the 7tli April, 
1967, namely; — 

In the said notification, — 

(1) under the heading “Members representing the Central Government”, for 

the entry relating to item (1), the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely: — 

“(1) Shri S. K. Ghosh, Deputy Chairman. Calcutta Port Commissioneri, 
Calcutta.’’ 

(2) In paragraph 2, for the words amd letters “Shri K. K. ^y. Chairman,” 

the words and letters “Shri S. K. Ghosh, Deputy Chairman”, shall be 
substituted. 

[No. 63/15/07 -Fbc. II./P & D J 

(wm ftnini) 

Flf 18^, 1971 

VTo Wo 2813. — TPfT (f^>3PT qR f^riTT'Td') itlM-RfR, 1948 

( 1 948 ^ 9) aru 5 -kr Tt Tq-aru ( i), (3) (4) SRr fspRPff ^rr qjffq 

o J HTTTT h.cT^Tra CRo q'tT, TTfERSl, TRTrTr TfiT 

!rt %o ^ ^ ?KiR qy 28 Rf, 1 97 l ^ 1 6 1 971 qrTqrrT 3 ># % 

fqfjqr §" 5 iYT Tfg IRR qT qi'^TST q;i?Y ^ ViILT RTfTTT ^ 

yY^TER isiYt; (’'kR r"!!; tYstrir fq^rq) 'jfipjddT Ren fJo wo 

13 22, RTrYo 7 STJ-'r 1 9 67 n pIr RR fqTRf^fUR R:liYaR qiRdY t strYt 

jqR Wi/^RR R 

( 1 ) RRqr.R ^ qf^Rfsr ?iYqq? % Rq ( 1 ) tY % 

fRtr fRFRfRfwff qfqf'4 afqiR'YqR rwrY, raY ■ : — 

‘ ( l)ffY rrqo ^0 efiR, q.i^- rtrw, qiRTRT” 
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( 2 ) >3^1 2 ^ %o %o|^ ^Twrer” siY quo % 

^'URT^ri" ?T35 ?fk rf^P^lfTcI f%q 3fTqi? I 

[lio 63/l5/67-^^o-2/i^to qnir lIYo] 


New Delhi, the 19th June 1971 

S.O, 2614. — ^Whereas Shri Niharendu Dutt Mazumdnr, nominated by the West 
Bengal Dock Mazdoor Union, was appointed a member of the Dock Workers Advi- 
BOry Committee by the Notification of the G<wernment of India in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Detriment of Labour and Emplo 3 nnent)! 
No. S.O, 56, dated the 23rd December, 1968; 


And whereas the West Bengal Dock Mazdoor Union has by Resolution dated 
the 31st March, 1971, nominated Shri Badal Gangopadhyay. General Secretary of 
the Union, to be a member of the aforesaid Committee nice Shri Niharendu Dutt 
Mazumdar; 


And whereas, in the opinion of the Central Government, Shri Niharendu Dutt 
Hazumdar has ceased to be representative of dock workers and is deemed to have 
vacated hi.^ office under sub-rule (S) of rule 6 of the Dock Workers (Advisory 
Committee) Rules, 1962; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of sec- 
tion 5 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 ( 9 of 1948), 
read with sub-rule (3) of rule 3 of the Dock Workers (Advisory Committee) Rules, 
1962, the Central Government hereby appointsi Shri Badal Gangopadhyay, General 
Secretary, West Bengal Dock Mazdoor Union as a member of the Dock Workers 
Advisory Committee, vice Shri Niharendu Dutt Mazumdar and makes the following 
further amendment in the said notification namely; — 


In the said notification, under the heading "Members representing the dMk 
workers," in item (2), for the words “Shri Niharendu Dutt Mazumdar , the words; 
“Shri Badal Gangopadhyay" shall be substituted. 

No, 66/1/69- Fac.II/P & D.] 


19^ 1971 

^ogno26i4. — iRr;qfTTR'5nnT^Fl^ difim «fr WiVj 

RW 'Flo 56 urft^ 23 1968 5TU ^ 

TfVr JTrr; tPeft ^ di'O’^ 31 1971 sm 

Efrrfd' ^ filfud | ; 

% RFJRTT -sit ^ ^ ^ 

STf^q- Tt I sfrr 5KT *64^ (iFSfTl^ rMt) 1962 % 

fwi 6 ^ ( 5) % 51 ^ si'Frr 'Ft Mr w rw ^srrar | ; 

!PT: +4*tTT ^PhRi), 19 62 % Pn^R 3 % iJT- 

PeUT ( 3) % EFT TO ^iq toItR (tY'SEITT to fYPRm) 1948 ( 1948 

TO e) ^ TOTT 5 t|Y ( 2 ) JITO JFrff ^ ^ 
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^ % ?5!iR TT Eft-fr ^ iFiFi % iFT Jr t wk 

^3^ ^rfa^iiTr Jr kr^rf^rfer sfk ir^frar | ttiet : — 

^ srfsr^w Jf w sTffTfrrfsr ^ >5FT>kr ( 2) 

Jt ^ TfTs^'f % knr "«fr ^>rTEqTir'' 5r$T 

Srf^^TTpRr 1 

[^To 6 5/ l/69-T^o 2/'fto troT ^to] 

S.O. 2615. — The following draft of a Scheme further to amend the Cochin Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment! Scheme, 1959, which the Central Government 
proposes to make In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
.1 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), la 
published as required by the said sub-section for the information of all persona 
likely to be affected thereby; and notice is hereby given that the said draft will 
be taken into consideration on or after the 24th July, 1971. 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received from any person with 
respect to the said draft before the date so specified will be taken into considera- 
tion by the Central Government. 


Draft Scheme 

1. This Scheme may be called the Cochin Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Amendment Scheme, 1971. 

3. In clause 16 of the Cochin Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) 
Scheme, 1959 (hereinafter referred to as the said Scheme) in sub- 
clause (2), after item (e), the following item shall be inserted, 
namely: — 

“(f) Signaller” 

3. In the Schedule to the said Scheme in item (2) after sub-item (e), the 
following sub-item shall be inserted, namely: — 

“(f) Signaller'’. 

[No. 64/13/70-P&D.I 

«pro <5TTo 2 6 1 5 19 69 

Jr ?fk snJr EwtsTR % fnir ^ fTRikrisT 

iF^SflR SR tTrlRJUFT) 'nrsrfRTR, 1948 ( 1948 ^^9) 'ft EIRT 4 ^ ^TETRl 

( i) SRT tr?n vnkiRif rt ^ nfcrrTdT vTffr t, ttsttr arR 

UR skfer ^ RTft srpRTflf ^ gw ^ fkg sr^ifw kror wr t kRfr ^ 
'tfk tTd?rRrg;w^t 'siRfr | fv tw ir^'T'r: 24^fnf i97i 
^ 'TWg f9RR fw W’lT I 

TRf STT^T % ?rt: Jr iit girr^ %(it Jr sittr frrftiy 

% 5TT^ TT qr %fjtT nfTiR jri f^Tr ^rtT^r i 

1. w qr w qnrqiTt (friftsrR *fi fTfd-TRR) RRtsTT 

1971 ?>TT I 

2. ^Ntq' sFp sfTRqTR (fJrbkrr tt I^Irtr r) 1959 (f^riT 

( nranq; T'Rr rj?! w | ) % i e Jr TRarw ( 2) Jr r? (3=) % 
RHig; ftuRUrFsfT w: ERrfTfT ^q^fr Rsrfci; ; — 
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3. ^ ^ #■ IF? ( 2) Jr ^TiK (^) % fTciri^fgr^ 

?Rr; srirrif)-, : — 

“(h) fEiJr^rr” 

[Eo 54/i3/70-^Vo ^to] 
New Delhi, the 22nd June 1971 

S.O. 3616.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 
•of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), the 
'Central Government hereby makes the following further amendment in the Bom- 
ibay Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1956, the same having 
been previously published as required by the said sub-section, namely: — 

1. This Scheme may be called the Bombay Dock Workers (Regulation of 
lEmployment) Amendment Scheme, 1971. 

-2. In the Bombay Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme 1956. — 

(i) in item (c) of sub-clause (1) of clause 18, for the words “as far aa 
po3.slble on the basis of seniority, i.e., in the order or the total period 
for which a dock worker has worked in that category’’, the following 
words shall be substituted, namely; — ■ 

“as for as possible on the basis of seniority as determined by the length 
of service rendered by a worker in that category and notified by 
the Board. In cases where the .said seniority list Is not available, 
selection shall be made on such other basis as the Board may 
determine;” 

'(il) in sub-clause ( 6 ) of clause 44, the following shall be added at the end, 
namely; 

“and such per.son may, if he so desires, adduce evidence In respect of 
such action."; 

(iii) in clause 47 — 

(a) In sub-clause (5), the words “and the order passed on such appeal 

shall be final and conclusive” shall be omitted; 

(b) after sub-clause (5), the following shall be Inserted, namely; — 

“(5A) The appellate authority may after giving an opportunity to the 
appellant to be heard, if he so desires, and reason.s to be recorded 
In writing, pass such order as it thinks fit, and the order so 
passed shall be final and conclusive. 

(SB) Every order passed under smb-clause (SA) shall be communicated 
to the appellant.” 


[No. 03/9/69-Fac. II-LJ 


df ftc^,722^, 1971 

«rTo 2616 . — FTY TEfniT {fTTf^TT YT f^rTTiTd) 1948 

^ 1948 TT 9 ) ^ trni 4 ^ TTSITTr ( l) IRf ITTfT Yf HeVt ^ , %drtiT 

R 1 9 5 6 Jt iRTT fEKf- 

fR'f%fr YTrfV I I Tt TfT R’T-’Tr<r Jf if STYrftRT 

51 I 

1 . TEm ( fTEtaTT Tf farfdTiIT ) RifftSET ^#IT, 1 9 7 1 
m I 

2. Tlk s[ntTn: (fRfftTFTJFTfWfRtriT) 1956jf, : — 

,(i) ^ ( 1 ) (it) ?mnT 

tor ^irTfaHr^r- 
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^ ^ ^ ^<TTfT tt 

«i«5 srRrwrf'Rf 5r*r?^ ; — 

^ni?r ?> 'p^'Pit a:ro 'tf^T ^ htt 

<nfa^f=Rr *ffV arm q«rr ^ mEriT tt 

fqrnT sn^Tff I iruTHf Jf 'n^i 'n{l 

WR (TTWIT TT fqm '»li^‘ll f5f% jTl'i WTBnftJT ; 

( ii) <a''« 44 ^ 'dH'S'J'S ( 6 ) 5f, ^ fn+»ir<?if^n 5fm 'jfflRT, !T*ri^ • — " 

(iii) ^ 47 Jr — 

(<f) • yq ' <a Ti 8 ( 5 ) Jr, ^ v:^ ^ qrfcr itt^ f^Y^rw 

5 >rr” "vr^^f qr ■?i'rq ^ fEtJU '4F^>rr; 

(^) ywtiv (5) 501^,81^: — 

"( sqr) 5r>ft?r JrTftr«Prd ^r^ft^rr'ff vT, irft' rft, qrir 

«F qinTr^ hIt ^ *n^ qrfjw 

jpT ?r%Trr ^ yf^cr ^mi^, tflT m s^tr qrfTrr (rr^^r.. 
TrfR^T *fh: fjR^qr ^^irri 

( 5*r) yw'iy ( sqr) % 5;^ 3^ ^rr^ijr «“fr?7T«ff ^ g;^ 
fqrm '5nt[3T 1 ” 


63/9/69-'?q?II-iJ 

8.0. 2617. — ^In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (!)■ of section 4 
bf the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following further amendment In the Bom- 
bay Chipping and Painting Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1909. 
the same having been previously published as required by the said sub-section,, 
namely;— 

1. This Scheme may be called the Bombay Chipping and Painting Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Amendment Scheme, 1971. 

2, In the Bombay Chipping and Painting Workers (Regulation of Employment); 
Scheme, 1969; 

(I) In item (c) of sub-clause (1) of clause 18, for the words “as far as: 
possible on the basis of seniority, l.e,, In the order of the total period: 
for which a dock worker has worked in that category", the following 
words shall be substituted, namely: — 

"as far as possible on the basis of seniority as determined by the length 
of service rendered by a worker in that category and notified by 
the Board. In cases where the said seniority list Is not available, 
selection shall be made on such other basis as the Board may 
determine;” 

(li) in sub-clause (6) of clause 44, the following shall be added at the end. 
namely; 

"and such person may, If he so desires, adduce evidence In respect of 
such action.”; 

'(lU) In clause 47 — 

(a) In sub-clause (5), the words “and the order passed on such appeal 
shall be final and conclusive” shall be omitted; 

(h) after sub-clause (5), the following shall be inserted, namely: — 

‘‘(5A) The appellate authority may after giving an opportunity to the 
appellant to be heard, If be so desires, and reasons to be recorded 
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In writing, pass such order as It think* kQd jths hrder so 

passed shall be final and conclusive, 

(6B) Every order passed under sub-clause (6A) shall be communicated 
to the appellant.” 

[No. 63/9/69-Fac. Il(ll).]' 

TTo 2 617. — ^ fTpITTfi) 1948 

( 1948^9)^ STRT 4 ^ ^'TOTTr ( 1 ) fflTT 5T<fT Tlf^TTf SfTtT ^rifViI 

?fk urr^ (fw'rilT TTT fTpTTTT) 1 9 6 9 if iffT ?rrT 

‘-fTRi^ffisra- ITTfttFT Wf I I fip TT-srpU if ^ if^ftsTT TTlftld 

?. : — 

1 . 115 TTftT ?Tk TTlt ^<TTn: ^ fTrfTTTT) ^T^fffT'T 

1971 'pfr ^ 1 

2. !lh: RTf^ WfHT ( fd^iTT r^rddd'd ) 1989 if — 

(i) law la^ddw ( i) artdd (d) "idftddRidd ^ % Pirgr^ 
TT pp'^T srn^dT 'jd TrdTdfd % ^d if fridi ^rtjnr f^d andTdfd 
'nNr ^Ifip ‘p4+k dd if ipid dR ?>” % Tdid dr f^Fdfdftrd 

tioct dfdwrfdd r4>4 vitn^if : — 

ddT ddd dTH'-blT SRT dd Tdd if dqrfcl dfd dfi TITJ 51^1- 
ffer ddRW aff sm d«Ti ^iddrfid '^4v>di % sttuk tt f^xfi 
dl^dT I dd HTddf if dff dif.T 3=ilV.'dT dWi^T d|lf | ddd ^if 

srWK dT f^T dlifdT f3l% dfd ’dddlf^ ; 

-(ii) <aw 44 % dTOw ( e) if *Ed d fdrdfdfWidtfr diirdi, — 

"dk qdT atrfdd dfd df ^dT dll dt qjfr ipitdit % dk if drsd 

^ d%dT r 


‘{Hi) 53Fy 47 Jf;- 

(dl) dWW ( 5 ) if “rfidl ^ !rftd 4 Tikd ?n%id dfkd ?fk fdd ^d ip 

fkr” ti®4l dd did dd fkrr dn^di i 


'(la) draw ( 5 ) % Pd^df^ftid drrfqd fddi di^di, — 
"( 5t) d^ld diRjTrd d'fldnff ait, dfe a? ^di dt fddr^ ad 
dddd % didRi; aftd addd vTijdir an;% ^dr arlkr aR 
d%dT %r d? df^ ddd afk ?d dadd arfadi wfkd qk 
fdwniai ^tdT I 


(sd) dwd (sT) % arsfid dif^ drifar >dT%ar srfrwFff aft 

d^fdd fadfl dltTfil I 

[dddT 63 l 9 l 69 - 4 iar- 2 ] 

S.O, 2618. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 
tat the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following further amendment in the Madras 
Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1956, the same having been 
.previously published as required by the said sub-section, namely; — 

1 . This Scheme may be called the Madras Dock Workers (Regulation of Employ- 
ment) Amendment Scheme, 1971. 
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2. In the Madras' Deck Workers (Hegulatlon of Employment) Scheme, 1966; 

(1) In Item (c) of sub-clause (1) of clause 18, for the words “as far as: 
possible on the basis of seniority, l,e., in the order of the total period' 
for which a dock worker has worked in that category”, the following' 
words shall be substituted, namely: — 

“as far as possible on the basis of seniority as determined by the lengthi 
of service rendered by a worker in that category and notified by? 
the Board. In cases where the said seniority list is not available, 
selection shall be made on such other basis as the Board may 
determine"; 

,'(li) In sub-clause (8) of clause 45, the following shall be added at the end,, 
namely: 

“and such person may, if he so desires, adduce evidence in respect of.' 
Buch action"; 

(iit) In clause 48— 

(a) in sub-clause (9), the words “and the order passed on such appeal: 

shall be final and conclusive” shall be omitted; 

(b) alter sub-clause (5), the following shall be inserted, namely; — 

"(5A) The appellate authority may after giving an opportunity to the' 
appellant to be heard, if he so desires, and reasons to be recorded’ 
In writing, pa.ss such order as it thinks fit, and the order so- 
passed shall be final and conclusive. 

(5B) The Every order passed under s,ub-clause (5A) shall be communlcat,- 
ed to the appellant." 


[No. 63/9/69-rac. n(ili).}i’ 

TTo WTo 2618 . — W fdfWFl) 1948 

( 1948 W 9 ) spt Srm 4 JifV ( 1 ) STTT IFlyr ^ glT 

ET«P1T ESN! Jf!%lT ^ 1956 ^ 

rdHr^iPsid Ewtu?! I I i^di draru Jr t, 

'Sd : — 

1. Edld ¥1*5 JPEinr (fdtftdd Wd fdfdtBFT) 197T 

dfT I 

2. Esnd diitdiTT (ftifldR «PT 195 6 *1 — 

(i) IS*!' ( i) dftdd (*r) d ^ % ^ntjTT' 

TT f%dT 'SrrtrrrT iilT “t'MldfET %■ d’*T ^ fddTT ^jfTddT fiiTE' dddTdfe 

qtf *d ddTdK i3?r £• ¥ 1 *T ^dld qx fdKTfdfed 

srrdddTfqd : — 

“dt^t ^ di*?qdT 5RT iaE ad’t if E*qif^d !flT adTI 

ddTddd v)' ^'dif 51XT d«rr smaifrcr % 5nmT qr 
fw I dd ^ngi dqd viftsdi ^q?Ra dff ^ yRd' 

'WTaTT dT dritdT ^ 

(ii) 45 % ( 6 ) if, 5Fd i* dfl^T SfiidTT Sl'di'fJ' — 

i^ITT Sdfdd, df 'dd| dt, ddfdTt % dT^ if ETW 
^ ¥r%dT l" 

(iii) URT 48 ii;- 

(df) gqijn^ ( 5 ) if "ddd ^ if qrfdd ?n^ wffrd sfk fdddrw- 
^*|T” dd Htd dR fddl 'dT^di; 
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'M'ti f^iTT 'Jilt'll — 


(it) 


"(STi^) HrfstTir^t SpfV^Wf Tfr 
TT !r^RlT ^ % M*c^iT Tm3T TiT%, W^iJI H(Rtl TiT 

¥%TT, ^ET Tf EW sfk TE ETET Elfer ET^ Ef%E ?ftT 
fEYTTETT 5>E I ( set) EEEn3 ( S^) % EsftE ElfTE JEitET ET^ 
?rftETET «pt E^PE'd frEIT qn»'i|T 1 

[e^ET 63/9/69-TE^o-2] 

S.O. 2619.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 
of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), the Central 
Government hereby makes the following further amendment in the Cochin Dock 
Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1959, the same having been pre- 
viously published as required by the said sub-section, namely: — 

1. This Scheme may be called the Cochin Dock Workers (Regulation of Em- 
ployment) Amendment Scheme, 1971. 


2, In the Cochin Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1969,— 

(i) in item (c) of sub-clause (1) of clause 19, for the words “as far as 
possible on the basis of seniority, i.c., in the order of the total period 
for which a dock worker has worked in that category”, the following 
words shall be substituted, namely: — 

“as far as possible on the basis of seniority as determined by the length 
of service rendered by a worker In that category and notified by 
the Board. In Cases where the said seniority list is not available, 
selection shall be made on such other basis os the Board may 
determine;” 

(li) In sub-clause (6) of clause 45, the following shall be added at the 
end, namely: — 

“and such person may, if he so desires, adduce evidence In respect of 
such action.”; 


(lil) In clause 48 — ■ 

(a) In sub-clause (5), the words “and the order passed on such appeal 

shall be final and conclusive” shall be omitted; 

(b) after sub-clause (5), the following shall be Inserted, namely: — 

"(5A) The appellate authority may after giving an opportunity to the 
appellant to be heard, if he so desires, and reasons to be recorded 
In writing, pass such order as it thinks fit, and the order so 
passed shall be final and conclusive. 

(6B) Every order passed under sub-clause 
(5A) shall be communicated to the appellant.” 

[No. 63/9/69-Fac.II-(lv).] 

Edo mo 2619 . — EITT EEEiTT (fEE*!^ EE ftf^EE) EfsfEEE, 1948 
( 1948 EE 9 ) TtV ElET 4 Tit ETEIET ( l) 5RT EpTSEf ET EEIe fE. 

EdTET EEES1T.T TT.'fiE Tl'eR (fi,E>.E EE f^fnELE) ITPiE, 1959 E 5nE 
pEtEfEpIE EEtaE E'dfft t I ^ET PTi ETE EqRlET E ETpSlE % & E?flEE ETEPw 
ET — 

1. E? ^T?tE qPi^E eTet EIETET (fEEt^E TE fEfEEEE) EEtEE 1971 

ET E^ift I 

2. (PEElTlR'Err fTpEEEE) l»FtE, 1959 ^ — [ 

(i) goT 18 ^ ( 1 ) qftEE (e) ?(, f^TTEEE^T^,T^dT^' ElETT 

qrfElETiirRt'ET, EEtd^EEfvrEEEnEfE^E'E^f'PET'SriT^qTfEE EdETEfE 
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w srfirpTTfw fjpT ^;rm, — 

"5r?t fFP ?f»TT ^ ^ip^nr grru ^ Jr ^rpirfer sftr gro 
?rftr^^ ^ ^rr^;! jt'tt srwfcr % ^rrm tt 

^rririTT I TiPT^ Jf sr^f ^arw ^ |, 

mrn. tt ^tffit, ’imrfTg' ” 

(ii) 4S T :3W^ ( 6) % sfr^T ^TT^’TT, 5?^?^ — 

“?f(T ITT ®Tr^, JTf^ ^ ^ ^ ^>, q?fr sfrt^ri % ^ Ji ?rrCT 

^ 1” 

(iii) ^3^ 48 Jf — 

(^) '•3T«iu«- ( 5 ) Jr, 'W ?rTV?T Jf qrfe stfenr wk ffiYTFnr 
§;>rT” ^ ^ "FT fen 

(^) dmau^' ( 5) % 'nmn feinfnfen pnfqn fen nr^Ti, 

nnfe : — 

“ ( sfr) nffe snfEr^ nrfenf? ^ife ^ ^ ifT, 

!Ft ?rwT ^Jr ^ ?fk W3T vr»j-^ tJ^n nfer Trfer ^ 
?t%Tr ^ gfer ntw, nk ^ wnc qrfer nfer nfer sfk fer- 
MniTT ^ I (5»r) (s^) ^ ntfk Tifer nr^ 

5pfenff naffer fen ^nr^nr i 

[nWT 63l 91 69-^~2] 

S.O. 2620. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 
of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Ernployment) Act, 1948 (9 cf 1948), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following further amendment In the Mor- 
mugao Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1965, the same having 
been previously published as required by the said sub-section, namely: — 

1. This Scheme may be called the Mormugao Dock Workers (Regulation of Em- 
ployment) Amendment Scheme, 1971. 

2. In the Mormugao Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1965. — 1 

(i) In item (c) of sub-clause (1) of clause 19, for the words "as far as 

possible on the basis of seniority, ie., in the order of the total period 
lor which a dock worker has worked in that category”, the following 
words shall be substituted, namely:— 

"as far as possible on the basis of seniority as determined by the length 
of service rendered by a worker in that category and notified by 
the Board. In cases where the said seniority list Is not available, 
selection shall be made on .such other basis as the Board may 
determine;” 

(ii) In sub-clause (6) of clause 46, the following shall be added at the end. 

namely — 

"and such person may. If he so desires, adduce evidence In respect oj 
such action,’’: 

<iil) In clause 49— 

(a) in sub-clause (3), the words "and the order passed on such appeai 

shall be final and conclusive” shall be omitted; 

(b) after sub-clause (5), the following shall be Inserted, namely: — 

"(5A) The appeUate authority may after giving an opportunity to tlw 
appellant to be heard. If he so desires, and reasons to be recordet 
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in writing, pass such ohder as it thinks fit, and the order bq 
passed shall be Anal and conclusive. 

(5B) Every order passed under sub-clause 
(5A) shall be communicated to the appeUant." 

[No. 63/O/09-Fac.II(vI),] 

mo ?T.'o 2620. — Tifjp (fErrsT-r fTffTTJTT) ^tFstT tm, i948 

( 1 948 9 ) srrTr 4 { i) 3TTr fir, 

jrrjfTrtfl ^rr fsrfTTtrT) 1 9 65 tiVt: ?Trj? 

fjTPirMiJT iTfiflsTT t I ^T-«rr?:r 5r I, ^ TiffKr^r sr^rfftrer 

f^Tir : — j 

1. TrrijTRfr siNp ^ fTFmr) ^rwttni x^, 1 971 

m I 

2 . ET^Wf TlV TtfTT't: (fdEtET ^ fTFTEEE) 1965 ^1, 

(i) gtrr ( i)»fV E? (e) ^r,E^cRiEE^5T^'!5dT% EWK 

tK fim ET^OT, sTEfq; EE ^ e;e % ftfTTr sir^rET Fee eeeteRi 

I^EI ETEi EnTEnr EE TEE EEE TR W«^f % RUE Ti: fEtEfEftTE 

T!T®E EfERTTflE fETlT ETEE, WE^E t- 

“Efi dEi EEE ff Ei^spTT ffRT EE EE^t Jf E^tIeE ^fk IRT 
-Eftr^EE EEIEEE ?Ft rDElf Sm EET-iTSTElfTE ElfCSEr % STfER TT FfET. 
EriTET I EE ETEEli Eft EEE ^iTiSEEr ETE'E E^ EEE 
ErER TT fETET 5iTEET, Fe^ EFI EEETf^ »fk ; ’’ 

(ii) ’E'JE 46 % EWR ( 6) IT, WET FreFtFeE EIET eFTat, STEfa^ :- 

"?rkEET3EkE, EfEE^^EIEll E>, ^ ETF ST ETW ^ E^Ef l" 

■(iii) 49 tr :- 

(El) E'EJ'iE ( 5) ^r, “EET ^Et EtV TrfTE wkE eFeE Ek fETETEE? 

^krr” ESEf EE Ek ER Feet ehtet ; 

(g) EW'R(5) ^E!rETq;FETEFTFEEEEi: EErFTEFEEEETiTEr,EEFi;:- 

" ( 5 Ei ) eeVe snFEEEfr eeVeteT eiF, eFt e? et|eF, ^if ee eeet 

% EEETE eFt EETE E'E-Eg’ ER^, ^ET iqTEE EIFte ER eFeTT 

ft '5Tk ^E EEET EtFrT ETtFet EFeE Ek FeRTTEEI I 

5 (f) ( 5Er) % EEk ETFtE Tr^ET ITT^ET ikl'ET'Ff ETt Eg;FEcr 

Feett :” 

[?r®TT 63/9/69-^ET-3] 

S.O. 3631. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 4 
■of the Dock Wofkers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1048), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following further amendment In the Madrai 
'Unregistered Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1957, the same 
■having been previously published as required by the said sub-section, namely: — 

1. This Scheme may be called the Madras Unregistered Dock Workers (Regula- 
ution of Employment) Amendment Scheme, 1971. 
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2. In the Madras Unregistered Dock Workers (Regulation of EmpIoyment> 
Scheme, 1957, — 

(1) In Item (i) of sub-clause (1) of clause 9, for the words "or on suctt 
other basis as the Board may determine", the following words shall- 
be substituted, namely: — 

“and In cases where the said seniority list Is not available, selection shall; 
be made on such other basis as the Board may determine.”; 

(li) in sub-clause ( 8 ) of clause 14, for the words "against him”, the follow- 
ing words shall be substituted, namely: — 

“against him and such person may. If he so desires adduce evidence in. 
respect of such action."; 

(Ill) in clause 16 — 

(a) in sub-clause (3), the words "and the order passed on such appeal; 

shall be final” shall be omitted; 

(b) after sub-clause (3), the following shall be inserted, namely: — 

"(3A) The appellate authority may alter giving an opportunity to the 
appellant to be heard. If he so desires, and reasons to be record- 
ed in writing, pass .such order as it thinks fit, and the order so- 
passed shall be final and conclusive. 

(3B) Every order passed under sub-clause (3A) shall be communicated 
to the appellant." 

[No. 63/0/09-Fac. II(lxM; 


mo 2621 . — (f^mr ^ srftjfRmr, i948 ( 194 & 

m 9) «ifr OTTT 4 ^ ^'TEnu 1 arra spw Rtftir gir rtttr tnuir 

mrw (fRjftmr jfir 1 957 sik 

^EFT ?P7rft t I mu % ^3^ yMaRl t | ^ WlRR JWrfw SR 

■ 5 % t, : — 3 

1971 ^ m I 


2. RffTR (f^mT «PT 1 957 ^1 ; — 

(i) ’I'lT 9 % ( l) ( l) ir 'rr mR writ it PflRT 

5r1i «TEi£nfur qT afR- 

?«rrPTR Pfitf mrfR : — 

"sftT Rfi RTRvff ir qr^T RRR g’Rl RTfim miR mR 

mtTR: RT f^RT mJliRT fjr% RREuftcr " 

(ii) 14 % RRRPiy ( 8) Jr fRUa RTRRI^ RRf 

rntr” % ?RTR RR, USR affi^RlPlR ftSi' RRlcr 

fRR3 aw Pur R:t4r 1^ wt Rff RTR, rIr sRpiR, RpR R? 
^RT ml R[, RR^Rl|[ % RT^ Jr RTCT ^ R%RT T; 

(iii) 16 5r — 

(r:) RwiT ( 3 ) Jr "rrt R'pRT Jr RiPRcr mlu RpiR |1 rt” 

RR Rk RiT PtRT RRtrT; 

(rt) RRigo^ (3) % PrififRpgR mRURiPiR PfRT RTttRT rrIr >- 

''(31') aifaspRV *RRtRTT«ff Rit, Rk R? RRT m| R>, ^RRT^ RR 
RTRRT ^ RplT ^TRR RiT%, RTfjR RiT 
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'5HTT vJpNd IHW sftr JRiTT Tlf^ ’nldH 
fTYTPT^ ^>11 I ( 3T) ( 3^) % (isfk nfe 51?^ 

^ ferr 

[hWT 6 3/ 9 / 6 9 -'^^ 0-2] 


New Delhi, the 2nd Julji 1971 

S.O. 2622. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the Calcutta Port Commissioners and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 17th June, 1971. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT CALCUTTA 
Reference No. 38 of 1971 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to the Calcutta Port Commissioners. Calcutta, 

AND 

Their workmen represented by the National Union of Waterfront Workers. 
Present: 

Mr. B. N. Banerjee — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances: 

On behalf of Employers — Mr, G. V. Karlekar, Labour Adviser and Indus- 
trial Relations Officer, 

On behalf of Workmen — Mr. D. L. Sen Gupta, Advocate with Mr. S. Sarkar, 
Advocate, 

State: West Bengal. Industry; Port. 

AWARD 

By Order No. 72/25/70-P&D, dated February 19, 1971, the Government of 
India, in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour and Employment) referred the followine industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the Calcutta Port Commissioners and their workmen 
represented by the National Union of Waterfront Workers, to this Tribunal, for 
adjudication; 

‘TVhethcr the Commissioner.s for the Port of Calcutta have complied with 
the provisions contained in paragraph 27 under Issue No. VII ‘Ave- 
nues of Promotion for Class IV employees’ of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal. Calcutta, in Reference No. 1 of 1950 
published in the Gazette of India Extraordinary Part II, Section 3. 
dated the January 30th 1958 in the matter of holding test in 1967 for 
the formation of a panel of Jamadars? If not, what relief are the 
workmen entitled to?” 

2. The material portion of p.aiagran'h 27 under issue No. VII ‘Avenues of pro- 
motion for Class IV employees’ of the Central Government Indu.strial Tribunal. 
Calcutta, in Reference No. 1 of 19.58 (hereinafter referred to as the Das Gupta 
Award), as in the schedule to the order of Reference is set out below; 

“27. With a view to bring in uniformity in all the departments under the Port 
Commissioners, I lay down the following rules: 

(a) Promotion shall be unit-wise except where otherwise is indicated. 

(b) Vacancies in higher grades shall be filled up from among the lower 

grades. Direct recruitment to the higher grades may bo re.sorted to 
only when suitable persons are available from among the workmen 
in the lower grades. 

(c) Promotion shall conform to the chart annexed to this award 

(ANNEXURE III) which is a part of this award. Promotion to a 
post shall be from the grade just below; and the claim of workmen 
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further down shall be considered only when a suitable man is not 
available from the grade just below. 

(d) Whenever there is any vacancy or any prospect of vacancy in the higher 

grades, applications shall be invited from workmen of lower grades 
by a general notice fixing the date of the prescribed test according 
to the existing practice, if any, pasted at some consplclous place at 
different exits in good time before the date on which the test is to be 
held. A copy of such notice shall also be pasted on the Notice Board 
of the Recruiting Qfflce. The total number of candidates that may 
be permitted to take the test shall be selected according to seniority 
and shall not exceed six times the total number of vacancies. 

(e) The existing practice of holding tests to determine suitability of 

persons for a job shall continue. For fixing the standard of efficiency 
I make the following recommendations as a guidance: 

(1) Standard of efficiency shall be just commensurate with the require- 
ments for a job and shall not be placed too high. 

(ii) For promotion to jobs which are allied to the jobs held by a workman, 
the standard shall be the normal efficiency as a workman of similar 
education and qualification is normally expected to acquire by 
experience having regard to the nature of the job he has been per- 
forming. 

(HI) Extra efficiency i.e. more efficiency than what Is required for thq 
promotion job shall by itself entitle a person to preferential treat- 
ment over the senior persons. Such extpa efficiency may bo 
recognised at the proper time by higher promotions requiring such 
extra efficiency." 

The material promotion of Annexure III referred to in paragraph 27(c) above 
Is also set out herelnbelow: 

“Section V — ^Police and Aiticorraptlon. 

TDurwan Remarks. 

Gurkha watchmen *1 Head watchmen "I At present all Subedars watchmen, 
Night watchmen )■ Jamad.irs ^ (jurkha watchmen, Night watch- 

Watchmen J Gurkha Jamadars J men and Durwans are considered 

in common pool for promotion to 
the posts of Head watchmen, Jaxna- 
dars and Gurkha Jamadars who are 
agiin considered in a common pool 
for promotion to the posts of ^be- 
dars. This will continue.” 

3. The workmen, represented by the National Union of Waterfront Workers, 
'filed a written statement. In the said written statement It was pleaded that the 
Port Commissioners employed about 940 watchmen and about 45 Jamadars. It 
was further pleaded that the Jamadars were all promoted from the rank of 
-watchmen. The grievance made with regard to the test, held in the year 1967 for 
the formation of a panel of Jamadars, in the first place, was, as pleaded in para- 
graphs 3 to 5 of the written statement: 

“3, That the C.P.C. has several units or centre# or points or establish- 
ments, covering an area of about 6i Sq. miles, or a length of about 
14 miles, where in the Watchmen are posted for duty, 

4. That each of these centres where the Watchmen are posted will number 
about 200. in aU and they are at a distance from the main or prfacipal 
offices. 1 

'6. That the C.P.C. arbitrarily and capriciously, and against all principles of 
justice, equity and good conscious, as well as a^insf the Rules of 
promotion prevalent in the C.P.C., selected 17 Watchmen for pro- 
motion as Jamadars by a notice, dated 5th April; 1968. 
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Copy marked Annexure ‘A’, on the plea that such selection was made by 
a test of the 102 candidates (Watchmen) who applied in response- 
tp a notice alleged to have been given in 1907.” 

Kie grievance was further clarified in paragraph 7 of the written statement, as 
set out hereinbelow: 

"7t That the C.P.C. neither displayed the notice for aforesaid test for 
selection of Jamadars at all the places where the Watchmen work, 
nor had selected for the aforesaid the senior-most 102 Watchmen for 
the selection (17x6), as provided in the aforesaid award, and other- - 
wise violated the provisions thereof. The whole actipn was 
clandestine and malafide otherwise, the peculiar and significant, 
absence from the qualified watchmen much senior in service to those- 
102 , who appeared in the test, and application of iust 102 , and neither 
one more nor one less, could not be explained.’’ 

It was also alleged that the senior watchmen were not even allowed to sit at the' 
teat and all provisions about the display of notice and manner of recruitment,. 
In the award in Reference No. 1 of 1956. were disregarded. 

4. The Commissioners for the Port of Calcutta filed one written statement om 
April 21, 1971. In paragraphs 6 . 7 and 8 of the said written statement they- 

[tated: 

“fl. That some vacancies In the posts of Jamadar being available a general! 
notice dated 17th May 1960, wasi issued by the then Superintendent, 
Watch and Ward (later redesignated as Security Officer, Watch and' 
Ward) inviting applications from all confirmed watchmen who knew 
cycling and were able to read and write English or Bengali or Hindi, 
fp,r the formation of a panel of Jamadars. A copy of the notice Is 
enclosed ••**. Subsequently, another notice in contipuation of the 
notice dated 17th May 1966, was issued on 1st June 1967 by the 
Security Officer, Watch and Ward inviting applications frqrp all 
confirmed watchmen who had not till then applied and who knew 
cycling and were able to read and write Engll^ or Bengali or Hindi 
for the formation of a panel of Jamadars, **'**These notices were 
displayed by then Security Officer, Watch and Ward on his Notice 
Board amd copies were also circulated for the information of the’ 
Watchmen concerned through their respective zonal Subedars. 

7 . (i) That in remonse to the notice altogether 102 applications were- 

received. The suitability of the candidates was determined iby holding 
-written and oral tests of the candidates. The oral test, was held by 
a Selection Board consisting of the Commissioners’ Assistant Security 
Officer (Watch and Ward) and a Junior Accounts Officer. 

(il) That the written test was held on the 13th September, 1907. 82' 
applicants appeared at the written test. The applicants were inter- 
viewed by the Selection Board on 20 th November 1967 and 21 st 
December, 1967. For the purpose of determining the suitability of 
the candidates, it had been decided that a candidate should at least 
secure 20 marks out of 60 in the written test and the total marks 
should be 60 or above out of 100. On the basis of the results of the 
written test and subsequent oral test, the Board found altogeher 17 
candidates suitable for the post and recommended that their names 
be placed on th'e panel in order of gi'adation, ****1710 recommenda- 
tions of the Selection Board were approved by the Secretary of the 
Commissioners, 

(HI) The Selection of the Watchmen for promotion to the post of Jamadar 
was Intimated under a notice issued by the Security Officer, Watch 
and Ward. *••• 

8 . That the Selection Board had formed the panel on the basis of merit 

only. The Selecion Board hod recommended that the then existing 
four vacancies ibe offered to the first four candidates. Accordingly, 
the first 3 Watchmen in the panel were promoted from 23rd February 
1908 and the fourth one on 5th March 1968, The Commissioners, 
however, further state that the Selection Board had erred as their 
decision was contrary to the award of the Industrial Tribunal In 
accordance with Item ‘J’ of paragraph 27. Orders were subse- 
quently issued by the Commissioners in cancellation of the earlier- 
notice dated 4th April 1968 to grant promotion on the basis of' 
seniority of the selected candidates on the panel and not on merit.”' 
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Thereafter, they filed a second written statement on May 14, 1971. It Is neces- 
sary for me to set out paragraphs 3 and 4 from the said written statement: 

"3, That with regard to paragraph 3 of the statement of the Naf;ional 
Union, the Commissioners state that the contentions of the National 
Union are vague. The correct position is that the Watchmen are 
normally posted in the Dock area including the Railway Yards and 
Kantapiikur. The Watchmen posted to duty in the Northern Section, 
Budge Budge and Mayapore have either been provided with quarters 
in those areas or are local people attending duty from their own 
residence. The majority of the Watchmen are posted at fixed places 
and are not required to cover the entire Port area either in the per- 
formance of duty or for reporting for duty. 

4. That with regard to paragraph 4 of the statement of the National Union, 
the Commissioners state that the same is vague and not correct. The 
Commissioners further state that for the purpose of deployment of 
Watchmen, the Port area has been divided into 6 zones. Zones 1 to 
4 are for the Dock area and the 6th Zone for the Northern Section, 
Of the 4 zones for the Dock area, 3 zones have 120 Watchmen each 
and the 4th Zone ha.s been divided into two parts and there are about 
200 Watchmen in this zone. The fifth zone which is for the Northern 
Section has about 100 Watchmen only. In addition, thepe are men 
attached to the Mobile Vans, The headquarters of the Chief Security 
Officer are situated in the Dock area and the bulk of the Watchmen 
are posted to work not very far from the headquarters.” 


The rest of the said written statement contain denials of whatever stated in the 
written statement filed on behalf of the workmen, paragraph by paragraph. 

This is in short the pleadings in this case, which I need bear, in mind, 


6. The scope of this reference lies within a very short ambit, although very 
spacious arguments were advanced by the parties to the reference. The award 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, in Reference No. 1 of 1956, was 
published in the Gazette of India on January 30, 1958, It is not the case of any- 
body that the said award has ceased to be binding on the parties by efflux of 
time. On the other hand, the circumstances are such as go to show that the said 
award still continues to be binding on the parties, under Suh-sectlon (6) of 
Section 19 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. Paragraph 27(d) of the said 
award deals with three things, (i) contents of the notice by which applications 
shall be invited for filling up vacancies, (ii) the manner of publication of the 
notice, and (hi) the maximum number of candidates who may be permitted to 
take the selection test, Paragraph 27(e) prescribes the manner of holding test 
lor determination of suitability of persons for selection in the vacancies, 

6. Under paragraph 27(d) of the award, whenever there Is any vacancy or 
any prospect of vacancy in the higher grades: 

(a) applications shall be Invited from workmen of lower grades by a 

general notice fixing the date of the prescribed test according to the 
existed practice. If any. Thus, the general notice must— 

(1) Copies of such notice shall be pasted at some conspicuous place at 
filing applications, and 

(li) fix the date of the prescribed test examination according to the 
existing practice. 

(b) publication of general notice shall be made in the following manner: 

(i) copies of Such notice shall be posted at some conspicuous plane at 
different exits in good time before the date on which the test is to 
be held; 

(il) a copy of such notice shall also be pasted on the Notice Board of the 
Recruiting Office. 

(e) If in res^nse to such general notice, numerous applications be 
received, there must be screening of such applications first of all and 
the total number of candidates permitted to take the test must 
selected according to the seniority and must not exceed six times of 
the total number of vacancies. 


SIeC. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; JULY lO, I971/ASADHA 19, 1893 3655 


7. In the instant case the two general notices that were published inviting 
applications are Exts. 3 and 4 and both are set out below: 

Exhibit 3 


Watch and Ward Office. 

Dated 17.5.1966. 

[No. WW/34-A/11/3187.] 

NOTICE 

Applications are invited from all confirmed watchmen who know cycling and 
■are able to read and write English or Bengali or Hindi for the formation of a 
.panel of Jamadar. 

Applicants possessing the requisite qualifications may be required to appear 
Ibefore a Selection Board, 

Applications must reach the undersigned on or before 28th May, 1966. 

Sd/- Supdt., Watch & Ward- 

Copy to the Secretary for information In response to his letter No. 7395/Panel/ 
-H dated 27th April, 1966. 

Copy to the SubedafT Major for information and wide circulation among.st the 
.confirmed watchmen.” 


Exhibit 4 

Watch & Ward Office 
Dated 1st June, 1967- 

[No. WW/34-A/ 11/2667.]! 


NOTICE 

In continuaticn of this oil ce Notice No, "W W/34-A/II/3187 dated 17th Mayi 
I960, applications are hereby Invited from all confirmed watchmen who have not 
yet applied and know cycling and are able to read and write English or Bengali 
or Hindi for the formation of a panel of Jamadar, 

Applicats possessing the requisite qualifications may be required to appear 
‘before a Selection Board. 

Applications must reach the undersigned on or before 7th June, 1967. 

Sd/- Security Officer (W. & W.), 

Copy to the Secretary for information in response to his office dt. No. E3/ 
.2065 dated 11th May, 1967 (enclosed) Shrl D. Palit, Asstl. Secretary is hereby 
requested to fix up a date which will be convenient to him for the Selection of 
-Jamadars. 

Enclo: i (One) 

Copy to the Subedar Major for Information anc wide circulation amongst the 
'.staff. 

The Notice File, 


Sd/- Security Officer (W. & W.).” 

8 . It Is noteworthy that neither by Ex. 3 nor b.v Ex, 4, the date or dates of the 
'test examination was or were filed or indicated. It 1$ further noteworthy that the 
notices Ex. .3 and 4 did not indicate that copies thereof were posted at the exists 
or pasted on the Notice Board of the Recruiting Office, All that were indicated 
by the subscriptions on notice Ex, 3 go to show that a copy of the notice was sent 
to the Secretary fqt his Information and another copy of the notice was sent to 
the Subedar Major for Information "and wide circulation amongst the confirmed 
watchmen.” The notice Ex. 4 Indicates that a copy was sent to the Secretary for 
information and another copy wais sent to the Subedar Major for Information “and 
-wide circulation amongst the staff” and a third copy was sent to D. Palit. Assistant 
'^oretary, with a request to him to fix up a date convenient to him for selection 
■of Jamadars. 

9. This Tribunal wanted to ascertain the reasons why two notices on the same 
subject were published at an Intervail of more than a year. Amal Das Gupta> 
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the Chief Security Officer, deposed in this caset He stated in answer to question® 
put by the Tribunal; 

“I caused publication of this notice under my signature. I drafted the 
notice myself. (Notice dated May 17th, 1966 marked Ex. 3). Thi» 
notice was displayed at Notice Boards of the Headquarters of the 
Watch & Ward Department. The notice was not posted anywhere else. 
The notice was however circulated through our Subedars and Jama- 
dars. (Witness produces another notice dated 1st June, 1967). 
Thereafter, this notice was published inviting applications for recruit- 
ing of Jamadars, I cannot explain why this notice was again pub- 
lished but it was poaslbly because We wanted to assure ourselves that 
no eligible appUcants were left out. This was the last notice that 
was given to the watchmen and there was no other notice given. 

(Second Notice is marked Ex. 4). These notices were not posted at 
the gates.” 


The explanation about the publication of the second notice does not fully explalra 
the reason for publication of the second notice. For reasons best known to the 
Port Commissions, they wanted to Issue a fresh notice in supersession of thtt 
first notice. Ex. 3, and to all In and purposes the notice Ex. 4 need to be considered, 
as the general notice Inviting applications for recruitment of Jamadars. It amply 
appears from Ex. 4 that no date for the prescribed test examination was fixed by 
the above notice. On the other hand. It appears thert the Assistant Secretary of 
the Port Commissioners was requested by the self-same notice to fix up a date fox 
the selection test examination according to his convenience. 


10. Paragraph 27(d) of Dss Gupta award contemplates one single notice invit- 
ing applIcatlon.<^ and fixing the date of the test examination. Mr. Karlekar, 
appearing for the Commissioners for the Post of Calcutta, argued that if two 
notices were published, one Inviting appUcations and the other fixing the data 
or dates of the test examination they may be an Ir^gulanty but must not ba 
considered as a total violation of the provi.sions of Das Gupta 8 award. I neca 
not say what value I might hav® attached to the aforesaid argument of Mr Karle- 
kar. If he could establish that the dsrte of the test examination was notified to- 
the candidates by a second notice In writing. But he could not prove this also, 
as will hereinafter appear. Amal Das Gupta, the Chief Security Officer, stated. 

“Neither by Ex. 3 nor by Ex. 4 we fixed the dates of the tests to be held 
^ for Jamadar recruitment. The applicants were verbally told about 

the dates of the tes t examinatio n.” (Underlined by me). 


He also stated In reply to a question put In cross-examination: 

“No general notice In wri ting fixing Ihe d ates of the prescribed test w^ 
Issued for this r ecruitment of J a madars. '” (Underlined by me)- 

Jamadar at the disputed selection test. He said. 

“Thereafter on three occasions the Jamadar inforrned me that our written 
^ test lould be held on such and such dates. ,.O^the last occassion we 
.nfont anneared at the test. A written notice to that efiect was aiscv 
foofd SungTp at the office, o^ the Watch and Ward The 2 nd not^e 
that I saw^ fixing the date of examination is this 
this Is the notice which Jamadar showed to us and on which he 
our dgnature. We made our signature on the date when we sat for 
the test examination). (Notice marked Ex. 8 ). 

The notice Ex. 8 . In so far as material for the purposes of this award Is set out 
herelnbelow: 

Exhibit 8 


“The Commissioners for the Part of Calcutta 

Watch St Ward Office;- 


Dated 30th August 190T 


[No, WW/34-A/II/4668.I 
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NOTICE 

Re: Selection of Jamadar 

The following Watchmen are hereby directed to appear before the Selection 
Board on ;ilst August, 1907 at li P.M. at his ofllce for written test. They are also 
directed to bring with them the pen and pencils. 

SI. BlII I’ositinn in 

No, Name No. Seniority List Rcmarka 

1 

to (Names and particulars ;tc. oniirtcd by nic).“ 

lOI 


Exhibit 8 bears, in the remarks column, the signature of only 80 Watchmen out 
of 101 names, to whom the notice was addressed. Below the notice, there is the 
following note: 

"Copy to the Subedar Major for Information and necessary action. He 
ia hereby requested to make necessary circulation amongst the above 
mentioned candidates to appear before the Interview Board as per 
direction. 


Sd. A. DAS GUPTA, 

The 29th August, 1967 Security Officer (W, & W.),” 

The other witness on the point was Suraj Singh, now the Security Officer but 
the Subedar Major at the material time, lie said in hi.s evidence; 

“Thereafter there wa.s a circular issued calling the candidates to the office 
for a written test. T received a copy of this notice (E.x. 8) and passed 
on the information to the stall under me. The examination wa.? not 
held on the date but was postponed, I do not remember whether 
there was another notice L-rsued calling the candidates to appear on 
the postponed date,” 

Having considered E.x. 8 (already .set out In material portions) and the pieces of 
evidence, which sought to establish the Same, I am not prepared to attach any 
importance to the document. The infirmities are many, In the first place, Amal 
Da.s Gupl;a, (then the Security Officer, now Ihe Chief Security Officer), under vvho«e 
signature Ex. 8 is .said to have gone out, did not speak a word about this document. 
On the other hand, he was categoric in his evidence that no general notice fixing 
the date:? of the prescribed test had been issued but that the applicants were 
verbally told about the date.s of the test exaniination. In the next place, assuming 
for the .oake of argument, thait the ChJef Security Officer suffered for a lapse cl 
memory in this respect (which wa.s not however the argument of advanced on 
behalf of the Port Comnu,s,sioncra). the other two witnesse.s, who came to establish 
Ex- 8, fo:r the purposes of Paragraph 27(d) of Das Gupta Award, made □ mesa of 
the situation. Sachidananda Tiwavi, the trainee Jamadair, made different state- 
ments with regard to Ex- 8. 

(a) On three occasions the Jamadar informed him that the written test 
would be held on such and such dates and a written notice to that 
effect was also found hung up at Hie office by the Watch and Ward. 

;h) The 2nd notice that ho saw, fixing the date of examination was notice 
Ex, 8. 

(c) Then say:; Ex. 8 was the notice which the Jffmadar showed to the exami- 
nees and on which he took their sign-atures. The signature were madt; 
on the date when the examinees sal for the fest examination. 


Thus, Ex. 8, according to the corrected and final statement of this Witness, wa^ 
merely a list on which .signature of the examinees were on the date of the 

examination, in order to signify their pn-esence, for what Was .stated 

by Witness Suraj Singh this might have been a ’'Probable version, because out of 
101 names written on the* document, 21 P^J^oos^^did^not sign .and against their 
names the letter ‘‘a’’ was written to Ind’ absence at the examination- 

Turning now to the evidence of Sure-* ry-p Subedar Major at the material 

time. I find he made the ccpfiisi’'' ,,„orse confounded. On the face of Ex. 8, he 
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was the officer entrusted with “necesearv circulation” of the notice amongst the 
candidates. According to his evidence, he merely "passed on the information to 
the staff” under him. He did not say that he posted copies of the notice at some 
conspicuous place at different exits not did he say that caused pasting of the notices 
on the notice boards of the Recruiting Office. Apart from all these, according to 
this witness, the examination was not held as per notice. Ex. 8, but was postponed 
and that he did not remember whether there was another notice Issued cabling 
upon the candidates to appear on the postj)oned date. In the third place, Ex. B 
bears this date August 29, 1967, and the date of the examination waa fixed for 
August 91, 1967, Now, Paragraph 27(d) of Das Gupta Award prescribes publica- 
tion of the general notice in “good time before the date on which the test is to 
be held”. The notice Ex, 8, even if at all published, does not conform to publication 
in good time test as prescribed. In the fchirth place, there were, according to 
the evidence of the Chief Security Officer, 102 applicants for recruitment of 
seventeen Jumadars- Under Paragraph 27(d) and without mere, ail of them 
were eligible to sit for the test. Curiously, the notice Ex. 8 was not meant for 
all the 162 eligible candidates but only for 101. Why one candidate was overlook- 
ed does not appear and no explanation as to the same wns offered. In the last 
place, the way in which Ex. 8 was tendered in evidence is good deal out of the 
way. The document was not originally filed, alongwlth the other documents filed 
by the Port Commissioners, although the parties had been directed to file all their 
documents rn or before the date Axed for peremptory hearing. No body seemed 
to attach any Importance to the document, which wa.v ultimately marked as Ex. 8. 
Only after Amal Das Gupta had categorically spoken that “no general notice in 
writing fixing the dates of the prescribed test was Isjued”, that Ex. 8 wa.s' salvaged 
from somewhere and tendered In evidence though Trainee Jamadar Sachldanand 
Tiwari, with the Idea of exploiting the document for the purposes of paragraph 
37(d) of Dgjs Gupta Award. I have already dealt with Tiwari's evidence and have 
analy.sed how he spoke in different voices and how ultimately he sccumbed to the 
position that E;c. 8 was a merely a list on which the presence or absence of exami- 
nees was noted. He did not establish that Ex. 8 was published according to para- 
graph 27(d) of Das Gupta Award. For the flve-i'old reasons, stated above, I attach 
little Importance to Ex. 8 and hold that the document did not serve any of the pur- 
pose.s of paragraph 27(d) of Das Gupta Award. 

11. The position then is that there were two notlce.s (Exs. 3 and 4) published, 
inviting appllcution.s for posts of Jamadars. The said notices were pasted at the 
two notice boards at the headquafrters of the Security Office, which was also the 
Recruiting Office hut not at the exits, Debabrata Pallt. the Assistant Secretary of 
the Fort Commis.sioners, admitted, in answer to questions put to him by the Tri- 
bunal, that there were numerous gates in the area occupied by the Port Commis- 
sioner. The relevant portion of his evidence is herebelow set out; 

‘‘The Calcutta Port Commissioners cover an area of above 5 Sq. miles by the 
river side, The area occupied by the Port Commissioners may be rough- 
ly subdivided as the Jetty area, Dock area, the Railway yards and 
sidings, the office area and the Kantapukur godown area. The jetty 
area bordering on the Strand Road Is fenced off from the Strand Road 
and there are gates for entrance Intc the Jetty area. There are also 
gates for entrance In the dock area. The area occupied by the offices 
have also gates. In the area covered by Railway yard and sidings 

there are no gates. In the area covered by Kantapukur godowns 

there are gates. Those gates are both for entrance and exit of men. 
In Kantapukur area, vehicles use one of the two gates used by men- 
Physically there was no difficulty In posting the notices at the gates 
spoken of by me ” 

Although, there was no difficulty In positing the notlce.s at the gates or exits, this 
wa.'; not done. Mr Karlekar, appearing for ihe Port Commissioners, argued that 
the notices were displayed at the most frequented place by the Watchmen and 
also otherwise proclaimed to them through Subedars and Jamadars and there was 
thu.^ sufficient publication of the notices He strongly relied on the evidence of 
Amal Das Gupta, the Chief Security Officer In making this submission. Before I 

deal with this branch of his argument, I need remind myself of an extract from 

the proceedings of the meeting of Selection Board (Ex, 5)- wsicn rea*ds: 

"TTe notices were displayed by the Security Officer (Watch and Ward) on 
his office Notice Board and copies were also circulated for informa- 
tion of the Watchmen concerned through the respective Zonal 
Subedars.” 
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Shown the above-quoted extract, the Chief Security Officer replied: 

“This Is the practice of publication of notice throughout pretctised in my 
office.” 


At the same breath, he claimed to be aware of the provisions of paragraph 
27(d) of Das Gupta Award, when publishing the notices and further claimed to 
have fulfilled the conditions laid down in Das Gupla award by following the pro- 
cedure that he did. In my opinion, to be aware of the provisions of paragraph 
27(d) of Da.s Gupta Award, to act not according to the provisions and still claim 
to bt»ve complied with the provisions, is exhibition of the attitude of a wiseacre and 
I condemn this attitude- The point for my consideration whether the provision 
for publication of the notices, as in paragraph 27(d) of Das Gupta Award, was 
complied with, not whether the notices were otherwise sufficiently publlehed. I 
find that the notices were not posted at some conspicuous place at the exits 
utid thereby that part of the provisions as to publication was ignored and not com* 
plied with. In my opinion, there was a double non-compllance with the provisions 
of Paragraph 27(d) of Das Gupta Award; 


(i) notices Ex. 3 and Ex, 4 were not published at the exits but merely pasted 
at the notice boards of the Recruiting Office. 


(li) the notices were defective because neither by Ex. 3 and Ex. 4 nor by 
separate notices In writing the candidates were informed of the dates 
of examination. 


12. The next point for my consideration is whether the test was held according 
to “existing practice” as in parawaph 27(e) of Das Gupta Award- Exhibits 3 and 
4, which I have already set out. Indicate the subject, in which Intending candidates 
may be tested, Mr Pallt, the Assistant Secretary, produced from the rMords of 
Port Commissioner a notice of recruitment, dated August 23, 1964 (Ex. 10), 
which was couched in the same language as Ex. 3 and It wa.'t argued, the basis 
of Ex. 10 that the existing practice or the nrevartllng practice was adhered to in 
holding the test examination in 1967. Mr. D. L, Sen Gupta, learned Counsel for 
the workmen’s Union, however, contented that there was no evidence of what 
the practice was prior to 1958, when the Das Gupta Award was made, and that 
evidence of the practice followed In 1964 was of little use. Mr Sen Gupta s argu- 
ment Is attractive but must be discarded on uRhnate analysis. 
of test examination followed in 1964 had been diHerent from the earlier practice, 
that is to say pre-1958 practice, protests would have been raised and toe exan^a- 
llon might not have been peacefully held. Since the 1964 teat was held without 
protest that fact goes to Indicate that toe lest was in confor^ty with 
nratlce' In the absence of any proof that a different and a new type of test exami- 
nXn was Introduced: for the first time. In the year 1967. I am not prepared to 
condemn the test as not in conformity with toe existing practice. Mr. Sen O pt 
further Hrciie;! that all the candidates were not made to take toe cycling test but 

witness Panchanan Bharatl: 


"The cvcling te-st was held when there was the oral test. About >00 people 
appeared at the written test. About 25 or 30 appeared at toe oral test- 


He also relied on Ex 5, the proceedings of the meeting of the Selection Cojnmlttce, 

test was held on a pick on choose basls^ L*! list wheHlso toe cycling test 
test may not have appeared at the tito® of OTal test wnen a so 

argument that Selection test was not fairly held- 
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ls . Mr. Sen Gupta further argued that seniority rule as In. paragraph 27(d) 
of Das Gupta Award was given a go by In making the Selection. In making this 
argument he rehed on Ex. 7, which is set cut below; 


“Seniority list of watchmen selected for the 

Pott of Jamador In 1967, 


Watchmen included in the 
panel of J imndars in 1967. 


Position in the seniority 
lisr of Watchmen 


I'. 

Shri 

Tej Singh 

209 

2. 

Sliri 

Shiromoni 

2 T 3 

3- 

Shri 

Deo Kr. Pathak 

2r4 

4- 

Shri 

Panchdeo Singh 

233 

5' 

Sari 

Chandradip Singh 

240 

6. 

Shri 

Nitya Kanjan Chowdhury 

289 

7- 

Shri 

Aatan Non! Duttj 

297 

8. 

Shri 

tihitta Ri njan Das I 

303 

9- 

Shri 

Umaballav Chakraborty 

307 

lO. 

Shri 

Rumoudh Singh 

313 

II, 

Shri 

Lakshmi KantaPaul 

349 

12. 

Shri 

Sudhir Chandra Majumdur 

3 "9 

13. 

Shri 

Satya Brata Sirgh 

420 

14' 

Shri 

Nanda Lai Singh 

434 

IS. 

Shri 

Santosh Kr. dey 

439 

16. 

Shri 

Sachhidananda Tewary 

482 

17- 

Shri 

Panchtnand Bharati 

513. 


Mr, Sen Gupta argued thait, in the first place, senior workmen in 1 to 208 position 
in the seniority hst were Ignored in making the selection and also many from 
the serials 210 to 512. I am not impressed by the argument. If senior workmen 
do not apply and qualify, they cannot be .selected. I have no evidence that more 
senior workmen had applied but were not considered, 

H. Mr, Sen Gupta lastly argued that it was much too strange a case to believe 
that only 102 persons had applied for 17 vacancies, being exactly the number of 
person.si eligible to take the test under psiragraph 27(d) of Das Gupta Award. This 
may be a .strange coincidence but such things do happen in life. 

15. In the view that I take, I hold that the Commissioners for the Port of 
Calcutta failed to comply with the provisions contained in paragraph 27 of the 
arward of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in Heference No, 1 
of 1956 for the formation of a panel of .Jamadars, for reasons mentioned in 
paragraphs 10 and 11 of this award. 

Since the selection has been made on improper basis, persons already selected 
as damadars or allowed to offleiate as such have not been properly selected or 
allowed to offleiate. It, however, appears from the evidence, that of the selected 
person only a few are officiating on trainee Jamadar ba.5is and the rest arc on 
the waiting list. 

Non is drawing the pay of Jamadar as yet. In these circumstances, T award 
that there shall be fresh selection according to the paragraph 27 of Dus Gupta 
Award and a fresh panel of Jamadars formed. 

This i.s my award. 


(Sd.) B. N. Banerjee, Presiding Officer. 

[No. 72/26/70-P&D.] 
AJIT CHANDRA. Under Sgey. 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 21st June, 1971 

8,0. 2633.- — In exercise ol the powers conferred by section 4 of the Mica Mines 
Labour WeLfare Fund Act. 1946 (22 of 1946) read with sub-rule (2) of rule 3 
and sub-rule (2) of rule 4 of thte Mica Mines Labour Welfare Fund Rules, 194^ 
the Central Government, hereby appoints Shri K. Venkatasubbaiah, Genferfil 
Secretary Bharatiya Mica Mazdoor Sangh, Gudur, vice Dr. S. Ramachandr'a Rao 
who has expired on the 20th November, 1970^ to be a member of the Mica Mines 
Labour Welfare Fund Advisory Committee for the State of Andhra Pradesh, 
constituted by the notification of the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
LfEbour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment) No. 3(22)/69-MIII, dated the 26th May, 1970, and makes the following 
amendment In the said notification, namely: — 

In the .said notification, against serial number 9, for the entries, the following 
entrie.s shall be substituted, namely: — 

"Shri K. "Venkatasubbaiah, 

General Secretary, 

Bharatiya Mica Mazdoor Sangh, 

Gudur, 

Member 
representing 
mica mine 
workers of 
Andhra Pradesh. 


LNo. F. U- 18012/ l/ 71 -Mm.] 
C. R. NAIR, Under Secy. 

(«iR ftrRFT) 

Tf 21 1971 

jpro !(Tc 2623. — jyR 'SIR 1948 % fdRR 3 % 

RtOpUT ( 2 ) Rk fRJTR 4 % ( 2 ) % RTR Tfed ’JFT NR f?TfSf 

RfSTfRiTR, 1946 ( 1946^ 22 ) 45nTtFl'rrRf'fRRf^5nftR |tT 

nV ^0 tro ir^o, iJdTfRN RKffVR RIWT R N^ T 

RR, ^To TIRR^ "UR % URR Rt:, fRR%t 2 0 RTHT, 1970 

RRR RTEfTR ^ NR, Tit^RR; 5RR?R RNTRR (NR N^TtRRR fRRTR) 

Ro 3( 22)/6 9-tfR-3, RR>3r 25 Rf, 1 970 STTT RfSR NPW TTW % furr 

NR ^?RrR fRfSI RRI^RTR RfRftT RT RRRT fR^^TR Tkfft | Wk RRR if 

RWtRR TTffl N<qfR : — 


RWRrRgRRTir TR RWT 9 % RrR> ^ Sirffeiflr % ^RTR 'U: FRPRfR%R Rf^feRT 


Rf^, 

RlRfflR RrfRTT RR^ RN, 
RRT I 

'5 o 


NUN Rkr % RVjifr IRTR 
'h'llWTf TTRfRfRftRN 
Rn:^RTRT I 


[Ro TRo Jj;-18012/l/71-tTR-3 
?fVo ntto rtrt, nnt: Rk'i I 
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(Departmeiit of Labonr aod Etoployment) 

New Delhi, the 4th June 1971 

S.O. 2824. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 2 of section 26 
of the Minimum. Wages Act, 1948 (11 of 1948), the Central Government hereby 
directs that, for a period of two years from the date of publication of this notifica- 
tion in the Official Gazette, the provisions of sub-section ( 1 ) of section 18 of the 
said Act, In so far as' It requires a Register of Overtime and Muster Roll to be 
maintained In the prescribed forms,' namely. Forms IV and V of the Minimum 
Wages (Central) Rules, 1950, shall not apply in relation to the employees of 
Bombay Port Trust, for whom minimum rates of wages have been fixed under 
the said Act, subject to the condition that particulars of such employees shaill be 
maintained in Form 0-14 B which is set out In the Schedule to this notification 
and which shall be deemed to be the Register of Overtime and Muster Roll afore- 
said for the purpose of the Minimum Wages Act, 1948 (ll of 1948) and the 
Minimum Wages (Central) Rules, 1950 and subject, also to the condition that the 
number of hours of overtime put in by a worker oh different dates as well as the 
total of overtime work put In by the worker in a month shall be Indicated In the 
proposed form under columns 11 and 12 respectively, in the line Immediately 
following the line on which the name of the worker Is entered. 

FORM 0-14 S 


SCHEDULE 

MUSTER ROLL FOR THE MONTH OF 197 


Date 

of 

Appo- 

intment 

Leave 


Serial 

No. 

Desig- Name 
nation 

Father’s/ 

Husband’s 

Name 

Mini- Sex 

Earned Casual 

Sick 

Wa^ 

I 

2 3 

4 

5 

6 7 

8 

9 ic 


MUSTER ROLL FOR THE MONTH OF 197 


I 23 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 IS 16 17 18 19 


II 


MUSTER'ROLL FOR THE MONTH OF 197 , 


20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 No. of Rate OvM- Normal 

days per time hours 

month rate per 

week 


IS 


II 


12 


13 


14 
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Contd. from pre-pagc MUSTER ROLL FOR THE MONTH OF 197 


No. of days for which Pay and Allowances 

overtime is admissible ^ — 

under pay Acting Other House Compen- Dear- Over- Gross 

allow- allow- Rent satory ness time Wages 

MWA P.T. ancc ancea& allow- allow- allow- Payable 

RULES Dearness ance ance anCc 

pay 

Rs. P. Rs.P. Rs.P. Rs.P.^ Rs. P- Rs.P. Rs. P. Rs.P. 


16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 


MUSTER ROLL for THE MONTH OF 197 


DEDUCTIONS 


p.f. 

V.P.F. 

P.F. 

S.I.P. In- 

Co- Rent Other Total Actual 

Dates Remarks 

Subs- 

Subs- 

Ad van- 

I.P. come 

op- for Deduc-] 

Wages 

on 

ctiption 

cription ce 

Tax 

era- Quar- tions 
tive ters 

Cre- 

dit 

So- 

ciet'- 

payable 

which 
overtime 
payment 
|ls made 

Rs.P. 

Rs. p. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. Rs. P. 

Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. 

Rs.P. 

Rs. P. 

26 

27 

28 

29 30 

31 32 33 34 

35 

36 37 


[No. ioC3);7o-WE(MW).] 
B. K. Saksena, Under Secy. 

(NR nK ftn'in: fRRm) 

Tf 21 ^5, 1971 

>PTo «Tfo2624. — NftirTinT, 1948 (l948 ‘'fir ll) ^ OTH 20 
^ ^TfHTT 2 g:iTr STiftT f 

Ti i;e mfiN r Tt ^ % fvRr, 

nFetHfUT ^ Eju:! 1 8 T'r TTSETT ( l ) % cT^r FFF fw: II? 

^ t fsh 5riT?T fRRR, 195 0 % R?:'! 4 

nYi; 5 Sr NfrT'fJiH nU r^<. TiN ^r rtft ■c<3'r ^to;, rccFT ftht ^ 

ir, fRir rFrFriTR % mftR TrR?;^ iJJRTR 5^ Rd 
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% ^ si¥T 6 -i 4 ^ "^rr^ipr, ^ 

^ ‘'Tfjg'^^rr ^ sr'T'i;# 5r t ^ ?rfErftqq, 19 48 ( 1 948- 

1 1) -qqijq JFJT^ft (%^3W) fq’iq, 1930 % srqt^q % Rrtr srfqqn^ 
sftT; fr^ Ef77 Tf^F^Tr yq-jir ^iuiT qqf WTT urq % n^qsfFi ift fqqir qf t fq> 
qr^^'i 3T> fwf qnfqiTT jm ?ifq'-TrFT % qst tH' qsqr ?rV qnf fTT 

?r:t ’T'H qFT if ff^qT qqi f ^ srfqw?! qiq' q^qiPiq q qwqr: F?fq 1 1 qflr 1 2 qi 
'ifqq %, fqq^r qjf qr^’ q>T '•riq ^'t, iVq' Tff-qrqq^ 'ifqq q ^'Frrw Ti^tt 

^qnrqr 1 

qij-q qi- 1 4 


■i> ^ 

1 9 7 .. . . % . qiq % f^q iTFiT Ft^f 


fWqer 

^rfTi'ri ^f«i?ri 

^Wfli'c. qqqnr 478 fcplT 7 : 1 / 
tI^ qir 
mq 

^qqaTT 

83r^'t 

80 

f88 

1 

2 ,'t 4 

5 (s 7 a 

9 

10 






197. . . % . . . . 

818 ^ ftq^ 8817; Ft8 



1 ,2 

3 4 3 6 7 8 

9 10 11 12 13 14 

1 5 

1 6 

1 1 



197... % 

. 818 % 8f3T -^41 



1 7 

18 19 20 21 22 

2 3 2 4 2 5 2 6 2 7 2 8 

29 

.3 0 31 
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197 


^ Tim Tt^' 


’ TfTirm ^rfTfiTT Tfr TT f^O'T T'lTl 

TFUTTr-TT? Ot^T- 

ffatrr fnPwT t 


T?FT 

TT^fefv r^rn 

?rfsif^TiT Ti- 


?lV 

■flH 

^TT TTJT^fTTT 

¥1^1 

■fl?TT 

'fl'ET 





■ 0 ;f 0 0 3" 0 

tf fv 


ll! 13 14 11 1 '1 1 7 IS 19 2 0 




19 7 ,, % . . , 


. . Jim 

% f?r’^ 3 vt^-f 


TTT ?rV 



spEtpOTT 

4 TWTfT 

SlfT- 

n'^^Ttf CffTTlH 

fH 



fspYrn 

’TtrcTT^i; 

^Trir 

’T^JI 

fTftr 

'•frf^''iT pTfa iHirr 

TTHF 

'finr 


TT^rTfr 

iflT17T?r 

f?rfa Ttfir^i’T 

iPlTi<n=r 

Tio 0 

"^JO 0 

I30 C[0 "^0 ^ 0 

Tlo ifo 


^'oT'^ '? 30 'fo 

21 

22 

2 3 24 

2 r< 

20 

2 7 2 8 2 y 3 0 


»F2^fTJir 


^F7T q"liy 

TfTT; H^3T 

TT^fia T-T 


Tf’TT 'll! 

^llpFTl 


irPciqiFT ?i^TT 

f^'-'Tpjmt 




PTI^IT ^TTl % 


^0 To ^0 c 

0 T 0 

To q Li 

I 7 0 T ^ 


3 1 3 2 

3 3 3 4 

3,8 

3 6 

37 


[li^Tr 1 0 ( 3 ) / 7 0-T^r-q '■: ^■' ( rrir O ) ] 
hpic %o ?rt%;5r i 
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(IJepartment of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 23rd June 1971 

S.O. 2626. — PWA/Sec. 15(1) /70. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 15, read with section 24 of the Payment of Wages Act, 1936 
(4 of 1936) and in supersession of previous notifications on the subject in so far' 
.as they relate to the States of Gujarat. Maharashtra and "Haryana the Central 
(Jovernment hereby declares that every person who is or has been appointed by 
the State (Government to be an authority under sub-section (1) of the said section 
15, for an area in any of the States of Gujarat, Haryana, MaharasEJra and Naga- 
land and in the autonomous State of Meghalaya shall be deemed, by virtue of 
such appointment, to have been appointed Iby the Central Government as an 
authority to decide for the area, for which he is so appointed, all claims arising 
•out of the deductions from the wages, or delay in the payment of wages of persons 
employed In that area in railways or mines. 

[No. S-3102a/ll/71'/LB-ni.] 


23^, 1971 

no no 2625. — To To Wfo /uTTI 15( 1 ) / 7 TTPT 1936 

( 1936 n 4) 'ift TTO 24 % TT«T Tfed OT7T 15 ^ TWG ( l) fTO ?rfjRnflr 

TT JTTW ^ ( ?T fTTT T mft TfM dT TTTT TSTT TSTHd 

T^TTT^ tlWl % TfSTHFd TmT i^d^SrrTr Tlftd 

I f*F sfrir^ ^ 7j3ir TWR dm Tw srm 1 5 ^ Tdtrm ( i) ^ mffd 

JfJnTT, ^fWTT, Tk dRT#T TmtlT if ^ feft ^ fnfV Wd Tk Fq m ' dtl l 

TT d ikim TPg % fnfV ^ % fkiT TTftppkt km mdi t di km dm ^ 
^ k^kd % TdFHdmr %j(kr dwt, sm mr eS'd % kpr, krd% kirf ^;d ipptt 
k^ km dm I, dd ekr ti m mdf ?r fddtkrd ^tkddf ^ dktfddir 

ITT iest^ ^ (kid n kmd t (HfV dkf m krfmmr ^rkr % kp^ dTkrdrkt % 
mr it fdddd km dm mm dkm i 


[do f[d-31 025/1 1/7 l/lkToTTro-fl] 
New Delhi, the 24th June 1971 

S.O. 2626.- — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
<14 of 19471, the Central Government herebjy published the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relation to the Ruby General Insurance Company Limited, Eucknow and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 17th June 
1971. 

AWARD 

CENTRAL government INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAI.-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 

JABALPUR 

Dated March 17, 1971. 

Preseivt : 

Shrl M. Chandra, Presiding Officer. 

Case Ref. No. CGIT/LC(R)(15) of 1970 

Parties ; 

Employers in relation to the Ruby General Insurance Company Limited, 
Lucknow and their workmen, 

Appbarances : 

For workmen . — Shrl E. C. Singh, Advocate, 

For employers. — S/Sri R. S, Kalla and S. V. SInghal. 
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Industry: Insurance Company. District: Lucknow fU.P.). 


AWABD 

This is a reference under Spc. 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, Thq subject 
matter of the dispute as shown In the schedule to the order of reference 
No, 40/28/70-LR-I, dated 7th November, 1970 Is as follows: — 

Matter of Dispute 

“Whether the action of the manacement of the Ruby General Insurance 
Company Llmltcw, Lucknow In keeplnf Shrl Mahaball Chowdhary, 
Office Assistant under suspension from the 27th November, 1969 and 
ultimately dismissing him from services from the 6th August, 1970 
was Justified? If not to what relief the workman Is entitled?” 

Sri Mahaball Chowdhary joined the services of the Ruby General Insurance 
Company at Lucknow as Typlst-cum-Assistant on 1st .Tune, 196ff and was transferred 
to Its Farmkhabad Office In July, 1969. On November 27th, 1969, he was charge- 
sheeted and suspended and an enquiry was held ajalnst him. After the flndlngB 
■dated 3rd August, 1970 of the Enquiry Officer, Sri S. V. Slnghal, Sri Mahaball 
Chowdhary was dismissed from service with enert from August 6, 1970. 

Briefly stated Sri Mahaball Chowdhary’s case is tills. 

Rri Mahaball Chowdhary and Sri M. P. Pandey, who were employee^ of the 
Ruby General Insurance Company at Lucknow, Joined the General Insurance 
Employees Union (Central Zone) on 6th January, 1969. One Sri Gupta had alao 
joined the Union on Ist July. 1968. He was victimised by the management and 
was removed from .service with elfect from IMh November, 1968. He was re- 
instated after a settlement arrived at on 4th February, 1969 before the Regional 
Conciliation Officer (Central) Kanpur. Sri MahabaU Cbowdhaiy was the next 
target. Ho had not been given a letter of appointment and bad not been confirmed 
even after three month’s service. By letters dated 6th November, 1968 and 6th 
January, 1969 he requested the management for confirmation. This and the fact 
that he had joined the Union irritated the management. He was consequently 
transferred to the Farrukhabad office of the Company despite his representation 
against transfer. Even the intervention by the Union brought forth no result. An 
agreement was then arrived at on 8th September, 1969, after the intervention of 
the Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), and the employee joined at 
Farrukhabad Branch Office on 28th July, 1969. Inspite of his transfer he was not 
paid on Increased salary and was not Issued any tetter regarding confirmation. 
The Farrukhabad Branch Manager started harassing the employee and issued 
letters on flimsy grounds. The Union then wrote a letter on 18th September, 1969 
to the management complaining about the Irregularities In the working of the 
Branch Office at Farrukhabad. This further annoyed the Branch Secretary at 
Farrukhabad. On 12th October, 1969 Sri Chowdhar.y fell 111 and left for his 
native place, Unnao, where his parents were living. He sent a telegram on 13th 
October, 1969 about his sudden sickness. He remained ill till 2nd of November, 
1969 and presented himself for duty along with a medical certificate and fitness 
certificate on 3rd November 1969. He signed the muster roll and started doing 
the work, but the Branch Manager when he came to office told him not to come 
to the office and also changed the attendance register. Sri C^iowdhary then 
wired to the District Manager of the Company at Lucknovv Informing him that the 
Branch Secretary was not allowing him to join the office. The District Manager 
at Lucknow did rot reply. When the Union and the emplo.V£e wrote letters the.y 
were Informed that Sri Chowdhary had been put under suspension. While con- 
ciliation proceedings In respect of central demands of the employee regarding 
his wages were pending, he was suspended in violation of the provisions of Sec, 
33 of the Industrial Disputes Act. The employee was not given any facility to 
defend himself before the Enquiry Officer. Even the assistance of the President of 
the Union was denied to him. He was not supplied copies of documents. When 
the employee presented himself for enquiry before the Enquiry Officer on 21st 
July, 1970 at Farrukhabad instead of the enquiry coercion was exercised on Mm 
to sign a resignatlo.i letter. He was threatened to be beaten b.Y the Branch Secre- 
tary and the Enquiry Officer in case of his refusal to do so. The employee managed 
to get out of the office and approached the Shop Act Inspector at Farrukhabad. 
but the Inspector showed his helplessness and advised the employee to t^e an 
adjournment. The employee then took an adjournment and "apprehending trouble 
and extermination at the hands of unscrupulous management" he a^ed for an 
enquiry at Lucknow and for permission to be represented by the President of the 
Union CH* someone else.The request for payment of suspension allowance waa not 
attended to and ultimately he was dismissed from service by the letter dated 6th 



3668 THt GAZETTE OF INDIA: JULY 10, 197I/ASADHA 19, 1893 LIGm U~ 


August. 1970. All this was dcme by the management to stop the activities of the 
trade union. The step of Sri Chowdhary’s transfer, puni.shment and removal 
■were taken as a detorrant to others. The same was the motive for -the punishment 
of Sri R. B. Gupta. 

On the allegations that the action of the management Is illegal, improper, 
mala fide and an act of victimisation, that the charges levelled against the em- 
ployee are false and concocted, that no enquiry was conducted in tne presence of 
the workman and that the alleged findings wore perverse, Sri Chowdhary claims 
to be entitled to reinstatement with full back wage.s and continuity of service. 

The management raised legal pleas that the schedule of the order of reference 
do not constitute an industrial dispute, that neither the workman nor the union 
raised any demand at any time In respect of the alleged matter before the manage- 
ment and that the Central Government was consequently not competent to refer 
the matter to the tribunal. It Is pleaded that the order of reference Is conse- 
quently bad In law and confers no Jurisdiction on this tribunal to adjudicate upon 
the matter in dispute as incorporated in the schedule. 

On merits, the management aUeges that Sri Mahaball Chowdhary had com- 
mitted various acts of misconducted, that he was charge-sheet^ and suspended 
pending enquiry on November 27, 1969 In accordance with the rules 

of the Cornpany and allowed subsistence allowance admissible to him, that the 
explanation dated 22nd December, 1969 submitted by the workman was not consi- 
dered satisfactory, and that an enquiry was consequently instituted against him- 
The enquiry was, according to the management, originally fixed for 16 th IVlarch, 
1970 and thereafter various dates were fixed for nearing. The management further 
alleges that inspite of various adjournments allowed, Sri Mahaball Chowdhary did 
not present himself for enquiry on the fixed dates and that the enquiry had ulti- 
mately to be held ex-parte. The case for the management is that the Enquiry 
Officer .submitted his findings adjudiging Sri Mahaball Choudhary to be guilty cf 
the charges and that the management after taking into consideration the findings 
of the Enquiry Officer came to the conclusion that ilie charges fully proved against 
Sri Mahaball Chowdhary were of a grave and serious nature and warranted his 
dismissaL Accordingly, the Management dismissed Sri Mahaball Chowdhary with 
effect from 6th August, 1970. The management also alleged that Sri Mahaball 
Chowdhary had been paid Rs. 1480 as subsistence allowance and other dues as 
salary, increments and bonus etc. eligible to him in accordance with the rules of 
the Company and that out of that sum Rs. 538.78 p. had been inadvertantly paid 
to him In excess, which the employers claim from him. 

It is further pleaded by the management that the enquiry was fair and proper 
and that the workman Is consequently not entitled to any relief. It Is denied that 
the workman was suspended during the pendency of any dispute with which he 
was concerned. It Is further urged that even If the enquiry Is held to be unfair 
and against the principles of natural and .social justice or the findings are found 
to be perverse the Tribunal should enquire into the charges a fresh after giving 
the parties lull opportunity to adduce evidence. 

The workmen denies that he has been paid anything in excess. On the contrary 
he claims full wages for the entire period of suspension and alleges that the 
dismissal itself was wrong and illegal and should be set aside. 

The following issues now arise for determination: — 

Issues 

1, Whether the action of the management of the Ruby General Insurance 

Company Limited, Lucknoyv in keeping Sri Mahaball Chowdhary, Office 
Assistant under suspension from the 27th November, 1969 and ulti- 
mately dismissing him from services from the 6th August, 1970 was 
justlflcd? If not to what relief is the workman entitled? 

2, Is fhe reference bad in law as alleged in paras 1 to 3 of the statement of 

claims of the employer? 

3. Is the reference beyond the jurisdiction of this Court? 

4. Was proper and fair enquiry held by the management? If so its effect? 

.5. Whether Sri Mahaball Chowdhary has been victimised as alleged by the 
workman? 


t^indlngs ; 

Issue No. 2;— The first contention of the management is that no demand was 
raised before the management by the workman or the union regarding Sri Mahaball 
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Chowdhary’s di-'iicissal oi reinstatement and that consequently there was no 
rejection and no Industrial dispute to jilstlfy a reference. 

Sr) B. B. Lai (E.W. 2) states that neither Sri Mahahnli Chowdhary nor anybody 
on behalf of the union made any demand to the management regarding Sri 
Mahabali Chowdhary’s dismissal or reinstatement. There is nothing to show that 
any disputp on the question of Sri Mahabali Chowdhary’s dismissal or reinstate- 
ment was raised before the Conciliation Officer. Nor ig there any failure report 
attached to the reference order. Sri Mahabali Chowdhary, the workman, himself 
does not say that he made any representation in took up the matter of dismissal 
and reinstatement to the Regional Labour Commissioner (Central). Nor has he 
filed any document to show that after dismissal on 6 th August, 1070 the matter 
was ever taken up by him before the Regional Labour Commissioner (Central) 
Or any other authority. The schedule in the order of reference, however, mainly 
covers two aspects of the action taken against Sri Mahabali Chowdhary 

(1) Keeping S*"! Mahabali Chowdhary in .suspension from 27th November, 

1969, and 

(2) His ultimate dismissal from service with effect from 6 th August, 1970, 

Whatever may be said about the second aspect i.e. Sri Mahabali Chowdhary'.s 
dismissal, there is not the slightest doubt that the question of his suspension from 
27th November. 1969 had been raised by the workman. The suspension order was 
singed by the Branch Secretary Farrukhabad. In the letter Ex, E/1, filed on 
behalf of the employers themselves Sri Mahab.ali Chowdhary s had told the 
Branch. Secretary that Ihc suspension order signed by him was Infructuous as the 
appoiniing authority, the District Manager, alone could suspend him. Sri B. B. 
Lai (E.W. 21 says that Ex. E/1, the explanation of Sri Chowdhary, was received 
by him, and that he read It and considered it. This shows that the demand regard- 
ing the alleged illegal suspension was not only rmde to the Branch Secretary hut 
had also reached the District Manager and had been considered by him. There 
i.s thus no doubt that ihc question of suspension was an indu.strial dispute, 

It is true that so far as the other aspect of the schedule dealing with ihe di-s- 
missal is concerned no demand appears to have been made to the management for 
reinstatement against the dismissal. But when the first aspect and part of the 
reference was clearly an industrial dispute, it cannot be said that the Central 
Government had no grounds for apprehending an industrial dispute regarding 
dismissal and reinstatement also. The opinion is to be of the Central Government 
regarding the apprehension of an industrial dispute, in Sindhu Resettlement Cor- 
poration Ltd, X^s, Industrial Tribunal Gujarat, and others reported in 1968 fl) 
LLJ p, 8,S4, V. Bhargava .1. speaking for the Supreme Court observed ; — . 

"ft was urged by Sri Gopalkrishnan on behalf of the respondents that this 
Court Cannot examine whether the Government, in forming its opinion 
that an industrial dl.spute exists, came to its view correctly or Incor- 
rectly on the materia] before it. Thi.s position Is, no doubt; correct; 
but the aspect that is being examined Is entirely different." 

It is clear from these observations that in the view of the Supreme Court it is 
for the Government to form an oninlon regarding the existence or apprehension of 
on industrial di.sputc. What the Supreme Court reall.v found In that case was that 
the Government had come to an opinion that there was an industrial dispute but 
there could not possibly exist any material for such an ophiion. X^. Bhargava 
J. went on to obswve: 

"Such material could not possibly exist when, .as early as March and July 
1958. respondents 3 and 2, respectivcl.V. had confined their deinand.s 
to the mana.gemcnt to retrenchment compensation only and did not 
make any demand for reinstatement." 

The view of the Supreme Court that the reference was incompetent was thus 
based on the fact of non-existence of any material for the Government to form 
an opinion that -an industrial dispute regarding reinstatement existed, because 
the demand had been strictly confined to retrenchment compensation only and 
was not for reinst.atemcnt. In the present case the dispute regarding su.spension 
had already been raised and was not contrary to a dispute regarding ultimate 
dismissal which followed suspen.sion after a number of months. It cannot there- 
fore be .said that by raising a dispute regarding suspension at the .stage o.f the 
enquiry, the workman confined his demands to suspension alone and there was no 
posstbilitv of apprehension of an industrial dispute after the services pf Sri 
Mahabali Chowclhary had been ultimately terminated, 
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Sub-section tl)(d) of Sec. 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act runs as follows;' — 

“(1) Whore the appropriate Government is of opinion that any Industrial 
dispute exists or Is appreheiided, it may at any time by order in 
writing — 


(a) or 

(b) ; or 

(c) ; or 


(d) refer the dispute or any matter appearing to be connected with, or 
relevant to, the dispute, whether it relates to any matter specified 
in the Second Sch^ule or the Third Schedule, to a Tribunal for 
adjudication (the underlining Is mine). 

It will be apparent from this sub-section that the Government has the power to 
make a reference to the tribunal nof only when it Is of the opinion that an 
industrial dispute exists but also when it is of the that an industrial dispute 

is appreherioea. The Central Government Is, in fact, not only empowered to refer 
the dispute apprehended or existing but also any matter appearing to lie connected 
with or relevant to the dispute. x 

In Madras State F C. P, Sarathy (A.I.R, 195.3 (SC) p. 83) Patac.jall C. J- 
referred to the view of the Hon’ble Judg^ of the High Court and O' ,,erved; — 

"The learned Judges appear to have assumed that the disputes referred to 
a tribunal under Sec 10 j[l)(c) of the Act, must in order that the 
resulting award may be binding on any particular industrial _ estab- 
lishment and its employees, have actually arise’ ' et''.'"‘'^n them 

Patanjall C. J. then quoted the observation of the learixcd Judges of the High 
Court rind went on to ssy — 

‘This view gives no ellect of the words 'fir Is apprehended See, 10(1) ' 

This decision of the Su’^ieme Court also thus eirphahsed tne u e of the words 
''or is apprehended " in Sec 10(1) of the Industrial Disputes Art. It cannot, 
ilievefore. be said that the reference la bad in law. 

1 find this issue against the management. 

IsMtc No. 3, — In \i of the finding on Issue No. 2 that the reference is nit 
ban 'n i.iw the subject rraUer cannot be said to be beyond the .iurlsdlctlon of this 
Tribunal. 

I find thi.s issue agu'nst the management. 

Us te No. -I; — The first que.stion xmder this issue is whc'hei 'he emiui’v was fair 
and proper. Ex. E/20 is the charge-sheet dated 27th November, 1968. II contain.'; 
eight charges agam.st the workmen. The first charge relates to his absenting 
himself from duty on 13th October, 1969 without applying first for leave or even 
permission to leave the station and going to Unnao. It mentions the applications 
alleged to have been received on 4th November, 1969. it alro mentions that the 
Workman did not Join his duty nor submitted any medical certificate or fitness 
certificate till 27th November, 1969. In this connection. It mentions in detail the 
five item.s of eviclencc which were to be considered in suppO’’t of the charge. 
The second charge is more or less similar to the first .-’haige an i also mentions 
evioence to be considered In support of it. The third charge relates to his 
application for leave upto 8th November. 1969 and hJs failure to Join hts duty 
until 27th November, 1969. The fourth charge relates to his being irregular and 
“unpunctual” in attending the office and raenllons the items of evidence to be 
relied upon In support cl the charge. The fifth charge relates to the lack of office 
deconim and the allegation that he was always found smoking in the office 
This charge also refers to the evidence to be considered m , t'pnrt of It The 
sixth charge relates to having been found sleeping m (he office cn choirs during 
office hours. The seventh charge relates to his tailure, to sU(J ' Forms 1 and 2 
given to him f ;r completion in August, 1969. The eighth char"c relate.^ to hi.s mis- 
behaviour with those who come to office for work. All these ch',; pes mentioned 
the various items of evidence to be relied on In support of each charge. Each 
charge also contain.^ the indictment that he was guuty of misconduct Along with 
these charges it was specifically mentioned that In case he wanted to Inspect any 
record for preparation of his defence he might dt> so '.vith the p'lor permlsshin of 
the Branch Secretary. He was also asked to indicate the names of his witnesses 
and whether he would like to cross-examine any t the wit.nesses mentioned m 
the chargo-sheot, Thus there Is nothing wrong -with the cjharge sheet and conduct 
of the enriuiry up to th's stage. 
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Ex. E/l. dated 22nd December, 1969 is the explanation submitted by Sri Mahabali 
Chowdhary, Ex. E/21 is the letter containing the suspension order. Then pro- 
ceedings Ex, E/20 show how the enquiry was conducted and notices of tho enquiry 
were given and various adjouanments allowed to the workman on his request.- 
The workman stated that the Enquiry Officer and the Branch Secretary prepared 
a statement after consulting themselves and asked him to sign on it and that the 
applicant refused to sign. He further stated that thus they tried to obtain his signa- 
tures under threat, that he went to the Labour Inspector and was advised by him tc 
lake another date for enquiry and to be represented by the President or by another 
person who might be permitted to represent him. 1 am not prepared to believe' 
this uncorroborated and highly interested statement of the workman himself. He 
says that he went to the labour Inspector but he did not even try to produce the 
Labour Inspector, as is clear from the statement of Sri Slnghal, the Enquiry 
Officer, It is in fact page 7 Of the enquiry proceedings which the workman had 
refused to .sign. In fact on 21st July. 1970 the v'orkman himself applied for 
adioumment to 2,'ith July. 1{)70 at 11 a.m. Thus he himself mentioned the date 
and time of enquiry. The request was allowed even though he failed to turn 
up. There was no app leation for adiournment on 25th .July, 1070. The Enquiry 
Officer had no opinion then but to proceed ex-varte against Sri Chowdhary. Three 
witnesses were examined in the ex-parte enquiry. Thejr evidence was considered 
in detail by the Enquiry Officer and then he came to the conclusion that all the 
charce,^ against the workman had been proved. In fact, before proceeding ex-porte 
the Enquiry Officer had given a long rope to the workman and ad.iourned the case 
several times to enable him to appear. If he failed to attend it, the Enquiry- 

Officer canpot be said to be at fault. The enquiry wa,s conducted in a fair and 

proper manner. 

In a case EUgin, Mills Company, Ltd. Mill No. 2, Kanpur Vs, First Labour Court,. 
Uttar Prade.sh, Kanpur and others (1969-I-LLJ p. 805) Satlsh Chandra J. 
observed: — 

“Natural justice ordains that enquiry should be held impartially, ot.jectively, 
and after giving an, opportunity of hearing, That is all that is requir- 
ed. Natural justice docs not require that the report should be written 
in a pailicular manner or that before holding en enquiry, the 
enquiry officer must consider the exolanation of the workman and 
pass a detailed order giving reasons why the explanation is unsatis- 
factory and why an enquiry is to be held. Even if the report Of the 

enquiry offlcei' is deemed to be defective because it did not give ade- 

quate reasons for the conclusions reached therein, It ''ouiq not be 
said that there was a violation of the principles of natural justice. 


It was further held that where the enquiry is fair .'Uid proper in accordance with 
natural Justice and so valid in law, the tribunal had no Juri.sdlctlon to sit as a 
court of appeal on the merits of the findings of the enquiry officer. 


In Ritz Theatre Vs. Its workmen (1962-63 XXIH Factories Journal Reports p. 
171 ) it was held as follows; 

“If an employer .serves the relevant charge or charges on his employee and 
holds a proper and fair enquiry, it would be open to him to act upon 
the report submitted to him b.v the Enquiry Officer and to dismiss the em- 
ploy concerned. If the enquiry has been properly held, the order of dis- 
missal passed against the employee as a result of such an enquiry can 
be challenged if It Is shown that the conclusions reached at the 
departmental enquiry were perverse or the impugned dismissal Is 
viTidictlve or mala fide and amouirts to an unfair labour practice. It 
would not be open to the Tribunal to sit in appeal over the findings 
recorded at the domestic enquiry. It is only when the departmental 
enquiry held by the employer Is not fair in the sense that proper 
charge had not been served on the employee or proper or full oppor- 
tunity had not been given to the employee to meet the charge, or the 
enquiry had been anected by other grave irregularities vitiating it, 
then the position would be that the Tribunal would be entitled to deal 
with the merits of the dispute as to the dismissal of the employee for 
Itself.’ 

There i.s nothing at all to show as we shall presently see under issue 1 , that the- 
conchision.s arrived at by the Enquiry Officer were perverse. We have also seen 
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that the dismissal was not vindictive or viala fide and did not amount to unfaii 
labour practice. The same view was taken in Anand Bazar Batrlka (P) Ltd. Vs, 
Their Employees (1964-85 XXVI Factories Journal Heport p. 168). It was held 
that it the enquiry had been proper and the conduct of the employer in dismiss- 
ing the workman was not mala fide then the Tribunal camiot interfere with the 
conclusions of the Enquiry Officer or the orders passed by the employer after 
accepting the said conclusions. 


In Punjab National Bank Vs. Their workmen (1953-II-LL,r p. 6G6) it was held 
that : — 

‘Where such a proper enquiry has been held in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the relevant standing orders and it does not appear that the 
employer was guilty of victimisation or unfair labour practice, the 
tiibunal is generally reluctant to interfere with the Impugned order. 
The limit of the tribunal’s jurisdiction in dealing with such Industrial 
disputes is that the powers of the tribunal to interfere with cases of 
dismissal are not unlimited because the tribunal does not act as a 
court of appeal and substitute its own judgment for that of the 
management. It would, however, interfere where there le want of 
good faith, where there is victimisation or unfair labour practice, 
where the management has been guilty of a basic error or violation 
of the principles of natural justice, or where on the material the 
tlhdlng of the management i.s completely baseless or perverse.” 


It would not therefore be correct to interfere with the case of dismissal- 


I find this issue Lor the employer. 

/.9S?ic No. 1 — As mentioned already under Issue No. 4 Ex. E/20 charge-sheet 
dated Hth Augu..t, 1968 mentioned 8 charges against the workman, each charge 
containing an indictment that he was guilty of misconduct and mentioning the 
evidence to be relied upon in support of each charge. It has ui'.o been found 
under Is.sue No. 4 that the workman was given full opportunity to inspect the 
record for preparatun of his defence and to. indicate the names jf lilc witnesses 
anil whether he viudu like to cross-examine the witnesses men ' "..ed in the 
charge-.sheet. 'Ihe charaos vie grave in nature and prov 'OriiiM (arie by t)ie 
evidence mentioned in the charges. The au.spension was therefore just and proper 
Adjournment after adjournment were given at the request of the woikmrin and .1 
last date 2,'ith Jiny, 1970 v-ns 1. sOd .1 the workmans request. But even la tha‘ 
date he failed to appear. The Enquiry Officer had then no alternative but to 
proceed e.T-partc against him. Even then the Enquiiw Officer clid not proceed in 
haphazard manner. It had been proved by Sri V. C. Agarwal, Branch Secretary, 
before the Enquiry Officer that from the date of joining his duty the workman was 
either mostly on leave or absented himself from dut,y, and was not workin,g pro- 
perly. Sri V. C. Agarwal even sent him letters asking him to improve his behaviour 
and mforruing liim of the short-comings in his work. But Sri Chowdhary did not 
improve and on the other hand absented himself from duty with ell'ect from 
13lh October, 1969 in an unauthorised manner. There was absolutely no reason lor 
not informing the Branch Secretary before the workman went away t(, his home 
and when the Branch Secretary lives in the office premises itself. Alter that also 
Sri Chowdhar.y did not even apply fop leave and remained absent. The telegram 
which he alleges to have sent, even if It was sent, does not contain any request 
for permission to grant leave and merely purports to say that medical certlilcalc 
was being sent. But no medical certificate had actually been sent. Sri Mab. ibali 
Chowdhary’s own statement snows that he brought the medical certificate with 
himself. The person who gave the certificate has not been examined. I am conse- 
quently not satisfied that he was actually suffering from typhoid. Nor ha.s 't been 
proved that the alleged telegram wa.s one which was actually sent to the Branch 
Secreta^ or the District Manager. It is also clear from the enquiry report that 
Sri V. C5. Agarwal had stated before the Enquiry Officer that Sri Chowdhary had 
never done olllce work properly and alway.s disobeyed instructions given to him. 
used to smoke in office without* doing any work and had also slept while on duty 
He oCten come late. This i.s also clear from the Attendance Register which showed 
his arrival at ly.,80 a.m. and not at 10 a.m. as wtw the case with the o' her clerks In 
the office. It is also clear from the enr'i7i’’y report that Sri V. C. Agarwal had 
stated before the Enquiry Officer that no telegram yd the kind alleged by the 
workman was received by him and that even on enqujry from the post office they 
could not show whether .such a telegram was sent and if pent to whom it 
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delivered. The explanation of Sri Chowdhary regarding the medical certificate that 
he did not send medical certificate earlier than .3rd of November, 1909 because 
he could get It only after he had become fit, is on the fact of It absurd. It is not 
necessary for a man to become fit before he can get a medical certificate for 
illness. The Enquiry Officer has then referred also the statement of Sri Kiipa 
Shanitcr Verma clerk to the eflect that Sri Chowdhary was mostly either absent 
from duty or Was on leave, Sri Chovvdhary remained absent from 13th October. 
It Is further clear from the enquiry rejiprt that! Sri Kripa Sbanker also state,! that 
no telegram was received In the office from Sri Chowdhary requesting 
for leave. It was Sri Kripa Shankcr who received the mail. 
Sri Kripa Shanker also deposed In the enquiry about Sri Chowdhary’s habit 
of smoking and sleeping on duty, and of his failure to complete the work i,ive;i by 
Sri V. C. Agarwal, the Branch Secretary. Sri Kripa Shankcr also deposed before 
the Enquiry Officer that Sri Chowdhary u.sed to misbehave with the customers. 
Raja Babu was also examined by the Enquiry Officer who deposed before nlm about 
the habit of Sri Mahabali Chqwdhary to sleep on office chairs by jolnine them 
together and spreading his leg on them during office hours. The Enquiry Officer 
discussed the evidezice in detail and gave his reasons for his conclusion and 
found the charges proved against the workman. The Enquiry Officer cannot be 
said to have come to a wrong conclusion. The report and its concln.sion.s are Just 
and fair. Both the suspension and the dismi.ssal of Sri Mahabali Chowdhary are 
fully justified and he is not entitled to any relief. 

I find this Issue against the yfOrkman. 

Issue No. 5. — The main reason for alleging that it was a case of victimisation 
is that the workman became a member of the Union, and that the employer be- 
came angry after the workman joined the union and was pleased with him till he 
became a member. There Is, however, nothing to prove that he became so dis- 
pleased that the workman was victimised. The job was transferable and so the 
mere fact of transfer cannot be said to be a case of victimisation. It was deposed 
to by Eiri B. B. Lai that the transfer was in the Interest of business and, adminis- 
tration, No trade union activities have been shown or disclosed in the statement 
Of the Tvocker himself. It is not possible to rely on his Interested and uncorroborat- 
ed statumeiit that he was victimised because he joined the union. As regards his 
alleged hara.ssment at the Farrukhabad office, his own statement shows that the 
clerks were given cold water from the refrigerator of the Branch Secretary him- 
self whenever needed. I am not prepared to believe the interested and uncorroibo- 
ratecl statement of Sri Mahabali Chowdhary when he says that harsh words were 
used by the Branch Secretary’s wife when they asked for water. 

It is triic as held In National Tobacco Company of India, Ltd., and other.s Vs. 
Fourth Industrial Tribunal and others (1962-II-LLJ p. 175 Calcutta') that a person 
K'ay be said t> have been victimised when he is Innocent and is r.rt found guEty 
Or that the purishmem. Is highly disproportionate. In tho pr .-sent case charges 
have been fuJly proved befoie the Enquiry Officer. The worKman himself chose 
not to appear before him inspire of adjournments. The Enquiry OlTl’er went into 
evidence in detail and came to the conclusion, which, as menlioned under Issue 1, 
cannot be said to be unjust or improper, and found that Sri Chowdhary hod been 
proved to be guilty of misconduct, A person, who has been found to bo irregular 
and unpunctual and using harsh words to the parties who came for insurance, 
who is addicted to habitual smoking in the office and sleeping during office hours 
on office chairs and absenting himself from duty without permission, Is certainly 
liable to be dismi.ssed. The dismissal on grounds of such misconduct cannot be said 
to be a highly disproportionate punishment. Consequently, it cannot be said that 
he was punished without being guilts or that he was given a puni.shment dispro- 
portionate to the charges of which he was found guilty. 

It was also contended that the applicant was not allowed to be represented by 
a Counsel. 

In Brook Bond India (P) Ltd,, Vs. S, Subba Raman (1961-II-LLJ p. 417) Wanchoo 
J. speaking for the Supreme Court observed;— 

"In view therefore of the decision in Kallndl case (1960-1-LLJ 228) we 

cannot agree that as a counsel or an outsider was not allowed to 
appear on behalf of the employees there was no fair or full inquiry In 
the case. ’ 

This provides a complete answer to this contention of the learned counsel for the 
workmen. 

It was next contended that the subsistence allowance foi the suspension period 
has been paid only till 30th March 1970, and not till the date Of dismissal and 
that this shows penalisation to the workman. This contention is without force. 
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Even if Rs.. .'130/- and odd had to be paid by way of suspension allowance, Ex. E/33 
shows that he has already been paid Rs. 538/- and odd over and above what Is 
due to him, Nothing has been shown on behalf of the workman agaln.st this. As 
a matter of fact, Ex. E/33 shows that the management asked him to refund the 
amoimt or to advise the management to deduct the same from hi.s suspension 
allowance which they had to pay from 1st April, 1970 onwards pending enquiry. 
Ex. E/;33 therefore shows that there w'as no intention to withhold payment of the 
subsistence allowance even after 31st March, 1970 in case the workman refunded 
Rs. .538.78 P. paid to him in excess. It! is therefore not conect to say that the 
workman has been victimised In any manner. 

I find this issue against the workmen. 

In view of my findings on Issues No. 1, 4 and 5 the workman is not ontltJed 
to any relief. 

The award is made accordingly. In the circumstances of the ease, I make no 
order as to co.sts. Let the award be sent to the Central Government. 

Sd./- 

M, CHANDRA, 
Presiding Officer. 

17-3-1971. 

[No. P. 40/28/70-LR.I.l 


New Delhi, the 25th June 1971 

S.O. 2627. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby published the following, award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur In the industrial, dispute 
between tho employers In relation to the United Oommercial Bank and their work- 
men, which was received by the Centrail Government on the 17th June, 1971. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRAL TRIBUNAL CUM 
LABOUR COURT, lABALPUR, 

Referknce No. CGIT/LC(Jl)(18)/70 

In the matter of an industrial dispute between the employers In relation to the 
United Commercial Bank and their workmen as represented by; — 

(1) Uttar Pradeph Bank Employees’ Union. Dehradun. 

Present 

The Hon’ble Shri M, Chandra, retired Judge, Allahabad High Court, Presiding 
Officer, 

For the Employers.— Shri B. R. Ghai, Advocate, 

For the Workmen.—Shri Ram Gopal Gupta, Secretary. 

AWARD 

By an Order No. 23/89/70-LR-IH, dated the 10th December, 1970, the Govern- 
ment of India referred under section 10 (l)(d) of the L.dustrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
the following subject matter of dispute, as mentioned in the Schedule, to this 
Tribunal : — 

“(1) Whether the Management of United Commercial Bank, Dehradun was 
ju.Hifled In refusing the chance of Daftry at its Rajpur Branch with 
effect from the 2nd May, 1969 to Shrl Jagdish Prasad, Peon, Dehradun 
branch? If not, to what relief is he entitled? 

(2) Whether the Management of United Commercial Bank, Rajpur (Dehra- 
dun was ju.stifled in not paying the “B” class area scales and allow- 
ances to Sarvashrl D. S. Rajaj, Clerk-cum-Assistant Cashier, Vinod 
Kumar, Peon and Jagdish Chand, Guard-cum-watchman with effect 
from the 2nd May, 1969? If not, to what relief are these workmen 
entitled?” 

The U P Bank Employees’ Union representing the workmen has Itself admitted 
in para 8 of their Statement of Claims that as regards item No, 2 regarding the 
payment of “B” class area emoluments and allowances to the staff emplo.ved at 
Rajpur, the Bank has settled the dispute and paid the emoluments treating Rajpur 
as “B” clap.s areal. The Union itself says that there is consequently no claim 
In respect of item No. 2. Consequently we are concerned now with item No., 1 
of the Schedule only. 
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Shri Jagdish Prasad, the workman is the senlormost peon in the subordinate 
cadre ot the United Commei-cial Bank, Dehradun, On 2nd May, 1960 a branch 
of the United Commercial Bank was opened at Hajpiir- In July, 1969, Shri Vinod 
Kumar was appointed as Daltri-cum-cash peon in that branch. Shri Jagdish 
Prasad claims that he should have been given the post of Daftri-cunvc£»sh peon. 

Briefly stated his case is thisi:— Rajpur is .situated v/ithin the municipal limits 
of Dehradun. The management had consequently no justification for promoting 
Shri Vinod Kumar to the post of Daftri at Rajpur in view of the terms of the 
Payment Policy Agreement. The management did not accede to the workman’^ 
reque.st to do justice and did not even apipear before the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner (C), New Delhi, to whom the dispute was referred and who had to 
submit his failure report to the Government. The management i.s thus delaiylng 
the matter to harass the employee and to deprive him of his just claim. 

The management contends that the Reserve Bank of India approved the open- 
ing of a branch at Rajpur on the basis of its being a non-banking area thereby 
implying that Rajpur was: treated as a station outside, and different from, Dehra- 
dun and that Rajpur was accordingly opened as class’ III area branch. Shri Jag- 
dish Prasad’s .seniority did not, according to the management, entitle him to the 
post either of a Daftri or of a Daftri-cum-cash peon art; Rajpur which was- a 
different branch and was in a different class of area at the relevant time. It is 
further contended that there wafs no question of promoting Shri Jagdish Prasad 
a.s a Dnftri-cum-cash peon, that the appointment did not involve any promotion, 
there being no change of cadre for service scale,, and that no term of the Promo- 
tion Policy has been contravened. It is adso alleged that Shri Jagdish Prasad 
was working as a peon in the Dehradun branch which at the relevant time was 
in class II area having higher emoluments than those applicable at Rajpur, a 
class III area, and that consequently there was no question of Shri Jagdish Prasad 
being sent permanently to that branch on transfer eitlier as a peon or on promo- 
tion a.S’ a Daftri. It is also contended that under an agreement entered into bet- 
ween the Bank and the Union on 5th December, 1968, seniority, for the purpose of 
selection in the subordinate cadre for posts carrying a functional Special Allow- 
ance such as that of a Daftri, was to be a.scertained townwl9©. Shi'j Jagdish 
Prsusad’s seniority for that purpose would apply only within Dehradun where they 
had only one branch, namely, the Dehradun branch, and such seniority for that 
purpose would apply only within Dehradun where they had only one brakich, 
namely, the Dehradun branch, and such .seniority could not be extended, or made 
applicable to Rajpur which was a Class III area art that time. It is further con- 
tended that the appointment of Shri Vinod Kumar as a Daftri-cum-cash peon 
there was made after selection and with the approval of the Cashier for the branch. 
Shri Jagdish Prasad was, according to the mona.gemcnt, sent to Rajpur only tem- 
porarily to work at a station outside Dehradun town for the purpose of assisting 
in the preliminary work for opening of the brainch there and lor the period of 
his temporary stay there he was paid halting allowance and he returned to his per- 
manent place at Dehradun after the temporary period. 

The workman in his Rejoinder denies thatt Rajpur Is a separate' town and situ- 
ated within the municipal limits of Dehradun. The only fssrr.e whicli now arises 
for determination is item No. 1 of the Schedule, which is as follows;. — 

“(1) Whether the Management of United Commercial Bank, Dehradun was 
justifled in refusing the chance of Daftry at its Raijpur branch with 
cITect from the 2nd May, 1969 to Shri Jagdish Prasad, Peon, Dehradun 
branch? If not, to what relief is he entitled?” 


findings : 

There is no doubt that Shri Jagdish Prasad wa.s the seniormost peon in the 
Dehradun bramch. It is in evidence that he worked as Daftri occasionally for 
temporary periods. It is further clear from the statement of Shri P. S. Bisht, 
Draughtsman in the Municipal City Board, and the Map of that Municipality that 
Rajpur has been within the municipal limits of Dehradun since September 14, 1949 
by virtue of the Government Notification No. 6967(1) /2-A-02-46, dated September, 
14, 1969. Even though Rajpur Is about seven miles from Dehradun Clock Tower 
and Jakhan, Kishlnpur and Dakhapati villages intervene between Dehradun and 
Rajpur, it is within the limits of Dehradun Municipality. Formerly, Rajpur town 
was outside Dehradun' Municipal limits but now the whole of Rajpur I.s within the 
municipal limits of Dehradun, 

The first difficulty in the way of Jagdish Prasad, however, arises from the 
agreement between the management and the union entered into on 10th December, 
1908 regarding Policy and Procedure concerning promotion and selection to posts 
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Allowance (Annexure ‘C’). This agreement 
the Union itself and has been relied upgn by both the parties, 
agreement runs as follows; — 


hats been filed by 
Clause (3) of this 


For the posts of Daftrl, knowledge of English such as is necessary having 
regard to the duties- prescribed for Daftnes would be a pre-requlslte; 
also knowledge of simple binding of books and registers where neces- 
sary 


agreement which is binding on both the parties thus provide.^] for a certain 
amount of knowledge of En^sh as a necessary quahflcation for the post of the 
Daltry Shri Jagdish Prasad (W-W. 2) himself states that he has read only uplo 
cla,ss fV and that English was not then a subject for study in class IV. He stated 
at first that he could read the names of books in English, but when he was shown 
wtters (Ex. W.W. 1 and W.W. 2), he could not read a single word out of them: 
This shows thaft his earlier statement that he can read the r.ames of books in 
English was false- He admits that he can, only put serial numbers in English 
and cannot write anything else in English. Serial numbers In English do not 
imply any knowledge of English whatsoever. Even in Dovnagri script serial 
number are to be written in the International manner, that Is, in the same manner 
as In English. Thus, it Is clear thali Shri Jagdlsh Prasad has not knowledge of 
English whatsoever and did not possess the neces.sary qualification for being ap- 
pointed a Daftry permamently. He could not, therefore, be appointed Daftry under 
the agreement (Annexure 'C’) between the management and the union and relied 
upon by the union itself. On the other hand, Shri Vinod Kumar who was select- 
ed for the post of Daftri-cum-cash peon with the approval of the Chief Cashier, 
has pafss'ed class 8th in which English was necessary subject. Shri N. P. Saigal 
(M.W. P), Chief Cashier with whom Shri Vinod Kumar has worked says that Shri 
Vinod Kumar knows English. There was consequently no defect in the appoint- 
ment of Shri Vinod Kumar, who knows Englislh, as against Shri Jagdlsh Prasad, 
Who does not know English, 


It is contended on behalf of the workman that he has worked for many days 
without any complaint when th® branch was opened and that he had been work- 
ing occasionally In temporary vacancies as Daftry in the Dehradun office Itself. 
The mere fact thart; he has wiorked as -such temporarily does not entitle him to 
be appointed to the post of a Daftry permanently- The agreement (A.nnexurc ‘C’) 
itself provides in clause (8) that "Temporary assignment of duties carrying a 
Special Allowance, on one or more occa-sions, will not by Itself entitle an employee 
to claim permanent posting in a post carrying .such Special AUowance." 

So even if he did stitching for a le%v days at Bajpur when the branch was open- 
ed or he worked temporarily as Laitry on some occasions at R'ajpur branch or 
Dehradun branch does not cairry his ca.se further In view of the express words 
used in clause (8) of the mutual agreement (Annexure ‘C’) itself. 

The next contention was that Shri Jagdlsh Prasad deserved appointment to 
the post of a Daftry: because he was an exoerienced hand as a peon. Mere ex- 
perience as a peon, however long, cannot entitl him to the post of a Daftry when 
he clearly does not possess the requisite qualifications provided for In the agree- 
ment (Annexure C). Nor la there an,ything in this agreement prohibiting the 
appointment of a new person who is qualified when there Is, no qualified person 
who could be promoted to that post. 

For all lhe.se reasons. I find that the management was Justified In refusing the 
chance of Daftry to Shri Jagdlsh Prasad- He is, therefore, not entitled to any 
relief. The award is made accordingly. In the clrcuin.staiices of the case, parties 
will bear their own cost. Let this award be sent to the Central Government. 

Dated 14th April, 1971. M. CHANDRA, Presiding Officer- 

[No. 23/89/70/LRIII.] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 26th June 1971 

Q f| ogas Tn the Schedule to the Order of the Government of India, 

Mlnikry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of ^bour and 
Employment) S,0. &464. dated t.]ie 7th October, 1970, published in Part 11 Section 
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S, sub-section (ii) of the Gazette of India, dated the 24th October. 1970 for the 
words “Tamilnad Banking Corporation” read “Tamilnad Central Bank Limited”, 

[No. 23/68/69/LRIII.] 

S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

Neiv L)elhi, the 29th June 1971 

S.O. 2629. — In pur.suance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947). the Ceiilrul Government hereb.v publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Triaonal Pajas tbon, Jajpur in the industioal dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Associated Stone Industries (Kotah) Limit- 
ed, Eamganjinandi and their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the .2.1 .'d m, 1971. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, RAJASTHAN, JAIPUR 
Present ; 

Shri Gopal Narain Sharma, Presiding Officer. 

Ca.sk No. CIT-l OF 1970 

Ref: Government of India. Ministry of Labour & Employment, New De.lhi 
Order No. 36(59)/69-LR-lV dated the December, 1969, 

In the Matter 01 an- InQu.sirlal Dispute. 

Between 

Shri Naiidram S/o Chunilal, Workman. 

And 

The Management of As.sociated Stone Industries (Kotah) Limited, Rumgan.j- 
mandi. 

Date of Award; 13th May, 1971 

AWARD 

This is a reference by the Central Government under Section 10(1) (d) read 
with Section 12(5) of the Industriai Di.qputes Act, 1 h 47 for the adjudieatiori of the 
following dispute between Shri Nandram S/o Shri Chunilal. Workman and the 
Secretary, Associated Stone Industries (Kotah) Limited, Ranigau.jmandi : — 

‘•Whether the action cf the management of Associated Stone Industries 
(Kotah) Limited, Ramganjmandi in dlsmi-ssing Shri Nandram Engine 
Driver with effect from the 12th June, 1969. wa.s legal and justified? If 
not, to what relief i.s the workman entitled?” 

After going through the record and hearing arguments of both the .oarties it i.s 
proved that Nandram lelt his duty from the Electric Pump to take liquor at a 
distant shop. It Is a misconduct under the Standing Orders of the Compan.v 
meriting dismisgal. Therefore Nandram, the concerned workman is not entitled 
to any relief. However, looking to his past service the repre.scfitative of the Com- 
pany Shri P. C. Jain has agreed to make an ex-gratla payment equal to 2? month;; 
wages within 15 days. The reference is tlierelore rejected. It may be submitted 
to the Government of India for publication. 

GOPAL NARAIN SHARMA, 

Presiding Officer. 

[No. 36(60)/69-LR-IV.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 5th May, 1971 

S.O. 2630. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Damra 
Colliery of Messrs Katras Jherrlnh Coal Company Limited, Post Office Kalipaharl, 
District Burdwan and their workmen in, respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 
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And whereas Ihe Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion, (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947'), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Centrafl Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Damra Colliery of Messrs Katras Jherrlah 
Coal Compamy Limited, Post Office KaUpaharl, District Burdwan was 
justified in disrnissing from service Shri Ramdhari Singh, Civil Peon 
with effect from the 28th October, 1970? If not, to what relief Is the 
workman concerned entitled?" 

[No, L-1912/18/71-LR.II.l 


( TifSnTTT ftrilRT) 

WIWI 

fff 5 , 1971 

iJTTo 2630 — -iici ; ^ ^ RTFH ^ 

fwff jp Jr wgr ^ frppfr f^-o ?tr7t tt+'ti: 

"h I H ^1 , f^RT ^ RT^^ 

fdVl'RH ^ ; 

R-'k ’TcT; R Wl < ^?r T^RTT ^ ?RRrFfF>fiR % fRTT spTRT qts^ir 

RR5T^ ^ j 

1947 ( 1947^ 14) ^RTTI lO'^RTOTU 

(^) ^fenrf RirtpfriT^fc:, r t*t.K t^d^SRi 

!pt RiRriwr ^ sTRi 7-^ % toVr" r<+k wkftfw RfipppR, Rwiwr 

"WT ifipf d>d< I R 51^711^ Rikr f^o ^ ?IRTT 'fitRprtV, dl+'4< RiT^- 

qfi^, fwr RiTRH % siR^a^ g^ni ^ TPim^t fR^ fRfRR RRTRfV 

Rit 28 1970 % 9^5^ RTTRT RT ? Rk 

cfiR' FRfsiR +4 f%R’ RR ^sp-ilT | l" 

[Ro trwo- 191 2 / 18/71-1^^0 RR 0 - 2 ] 
New Delhi, the 14th. May 1971 

S.O. 2631,- — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Central 
Workshop, Jamadoba of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Post Office 
Jaraadnba, District Dhanbad and their workmen, In respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said, 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1)’ of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Tribunal (No. 1), Dhanbad constituted under Section 7A of the said Art. 
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Schedule 

“Whether the claim of Shri S. P, Singh, Rawaft, Fitter Foreman, Central 
Workshop, Jamadoba of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, 
Post OQice Jamadoba, District Dhanbad for Technical and Supervisory 
Grade-C in the scale of pay of Rs. 245 — 10 — ^805 — 15 — 440 with effect 
from the 15th August, 1967, as per the Central Wage Board Recommen- 
dations is justified? If so, to what relief is the workman entitled?" 

[No. L/2012/53/71-LRII,]' 


Rt 14 1971 

"(Ro^no 2631. — 

fwfr FIJI 1 ^ 0 ^ RTPpft RRlwh, RlRiRT 5RnRtRT, 

RRRTR % RRRIRW % fRRtRRit sftT rtt 4|T?ftPi'+ it f^URTR 

t- 


rYt'iRt: RT+'IT fRRK Rit JRTRfRafilR ffrCfTO ^‘‘T-RT 

RiEFftR RWffV t 1 

RR:, RR, 4|’l«j'ini+ fRRTR Rfirf^^qR, 1947( 1947RR 14 ) ^RTO lO^RWTT 
( 1 ) ^ (r) Sm gffrl ‘dPtpH'l RiT tpftR' tifri RTRnT C[R^3TO RRR fRRTR 

RTtRRRRftdRRRRfVRRT 7-RI^RSftR RfSR d-t+K !l1flirR+ RfsiRRR (ifiRT 
1 ) RRRTR Rlt PTnrfR'jfRR % (n't Hod RRfft ^ I 

40 ■>» 

"RRTifRTf ^RIR<R RiTqfffr f^o R?)- RR^RTT, R l R iRT RRR^ ^ r, 

fSRTT RRRTR % ftRST RilT^R, ^ ItRo fR^ rTRR RT %RftR IFR^ 
^RftfRRiTfTifff %■ RiJRn: 1 5 RPRR, 1967 %Ro 245-10-305-15- 
440 % RRR RTR- ^ RRRfN?! RRT TTRWR RR-RI RRRTRT fRETtf^l? 

rIr 5 f ^ +4+K rr ^RiRR ^ r 

[ro t[Wo /2 01 2/5 3/71-l^^'-'!nTc — 2 ] 

New Delhi, the 15t?i May 1971 

S.O. 2633. — ^Whereas the Central Government is of the opinion that an indus- 
trial dispute exists between the employer in relation to the management of 
Slngarenl Collieries Company Limited, BelampalH Division No, 2 Incline and their 
workrpen ip respect of the matters specified in, the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A end clause 
(d) of sub-section (If of section 10 of the Industrial Dispute.s Act, 1947 (14of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with Shri 
T. Chandrasekhara Redc^ as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afzal Lodge, 
Tilak Road, Ramkote, Hyderabad-1, and refers the said dispute for adjudication 
to the said Industrial Tribunal. 


Schedule 

“Whether the management of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Relampalll Division No, 2 Incline is justified in refusing the benefit 
of gratuity to the medically unfilled worker Shri Roddula Raj am, Rope 
Sllcer, No, 2 Incline who was retired on lath April, 1901? If not, 
to what relief is the workman entitled?” 


[No. 7/36/70-LRn.] 
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15 Et, 1971 

<irfo WTo 203 2,— W. ^ TfT ^ ^ 

^ Jr ffrrrtfft Tt^nrdir tpeiY fro, 2 

^fT^riTT !p ?r ?nT;j fT'JrfT^f ?rt^frfw 

fTTTT fWTTT I ; 

%(\t %^51'q' TTTn: ^TTirPr'^inT % ffr^fer 

^TtSi#I I ; 

■m-., ssfwtfJffr ^rfsrf'TT, 1947 ( 1947 14) ^ 1 " trm 7 -t 

WTTT 1 0 ^ TTfirnr ( 1 ) % ^ t) SRT wftTrf TT UqV TT^ gJf %fi1w 
?rmi: rr^RF srferTTRr »ifer TTcft t f5r^% 'fferrflr ^rfETTrCt 

%<3Rr f^FRTT FjSFTRrq' Tcrtt '^V, Trwrt I^rrr- 1 ^t^rr 

silk f^K SfFt ^cT Ttmfw ^rfST^RT -T?r JifTirk'JtT’T’ % ftEt pT^fw TR^t 
I I 

Sl> A 

''wr f%4R;fr fTo, flr^^T E^T 2 

% 'T^f^ir if SrzftFT %5 ^Tt 'dq' 

Twr 2 ?ffTT^ ^ 1 8 ?l^, 1961 ^ 1% TETET qT 

^ qrRrr Firnitf^ t ? irf? rft 'ph^ir Iw qrr ^^r 

t I” 


[HW 7/36/70-IT?r m<-2] 

S.O. 2633. — Whereas, the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exist.s between the employers In relation to the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Post Office Kothagudem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) tuid their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; • 

Now, the: ef ore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with Shrl 
T. Chandrasekhara Reddy as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afzal Lodge, 
Tllak Road. Ramkote, Hyderabad-1, and refers the said dispute for adjudication 
to the. .'^aid Indu.strlal Tribunal. 


Schedule 

“Whether the management of Ramakrlshnapur and Mandamari Divisions of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited is justified In not grantina one 
service Increment to Sarva^ri Kasipeta Posham, Kalagura Unaaiah, 
.Taida Rajam, Shot flrers of Ramakrlshnapur 3 mine and Shrl 
C. Muralidhar Rao, Sirdar of Kalyahkhani 1 and 4 as per Wage Board 
Recommendations with ellect from the 15th August, 1967; if not to 
what relief are they entitled?” 

[No. 7/34/70-LRIL] 

<TTo mo 2633. — tpr: ?n?RT qfV 7PT ^ ^ 

ftftru' % qrtftrtrCkr y r cRj- ^tt^r qftsrfUjR qfrkpkkr. 

{(IRR 5 r>T?r) ^ RT^ fRjftRTf JFRTKf ^ ^ fw^ 
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^TRHcft I ; 

isTT;, 'tlT, !ft?frfJTT ?TfsrpEm', 1947{ 1947 TT 14)^ SETT 7-Tl ^ OTT 

10 ^Twnr ( 1 ) % w (t) iro tth ’jrftxrq^ ’pr sr^tp %;?tT ht+tt 

qTT ^rrHTRTTir TiRff | ^tsRfrT srrsrRrd cfto c 

^rPTT TPf thepItj, i ftpr ttt 

f^TK spt TTT ?l‘l?finr'P wRjREiI fTTTfrotTT % TTRfV | I 

"wr fETT^ft ^ptfiTT^rr T^PRft fplfOTT % TrEf^JT !5fk 
JT^KH % TT Tnrfi^'TJT ,3 <a n % ETT TTfETTr 

ffinr TTHTJTT fW'7T5?n^, ^iTT TRET TPTFTCjffT 1 ?ftT 4 % P^^IT 
»Tt ^0 ^T^HT TRT 'Pt 1 5 RPRT, 1 9o7 If grtt ^ fertPc^ff % ?npnT 

l^Ti ^TT-'^ld'l-^fe ^'13 ^ TiTTTT ^ ; Tf% ^ ^ Pt>^ ^T'JTW 

% gWT I ? ” 

[RfSSlT 7/34/ 7 0-OPTo m7:o-2] 

S.O, 2634. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
'dispute exists between the employers In relation to the Singarenl Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Post Olllce Kothngudam Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) and their work- 
men In respect of the matters specified In the Schedule hereto ernexed: 

And whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitates an Industrial Tribunal with 
Shrl T. Chandrasekhara Reddy, as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afzal 
Lodge, Tilak Road, Ramkote, Hyderabad-1, and refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the claim of the following 45 female employees (1. Kamlra 
Poshamallu, 2. Kamlra Papanna, 3. Blrakayala Buchamma, 4. Puli 
Lachamma, 5. Kumari Chandramma, 6 . Manmma, 7. Godesala Raya- 
mallu, 8 . Mader Laxmi, 9. Mada Chlnna Laxml, 10. Laxmi, 11, Made 
Eashwaramma, 12. Da.saboina Mallikamma, 13. Anga Salamma, 
14. Jagatl Ramamraa, 1.5. Janjarla Posu, 16. Gorrenkala Raju 
17. Elupula Laxmi, 18. ThaTa Durgamma, 19. Vaddari Mallamma, 
20. Laxmi Narsu, 21. Kummera Pedda Pou. 22, Gunda Naraslah. 
23. Sinkari Raiu, 24. Maddl Raya Posu, 25. Vadda Agamma, 26. Kamera 
Poshamma, 27. Ailla Bumakka, 28. Ailla Laccy, 29. Godesela 
Saimallu, 30. Ramagudu Lachu, 31, Neela Lachu, 32. Gangipalll 
Ijachu, 33, .Tanjarala Saimallu. 34. Vodedy Agamma, 35. Kanthala 
Radhamma, 36. Potharboina Saimma, 3'7. Nandari Venkamma, 38. 
Bandar! Baimma, 39. Bandari Ammi, 40. Udara Mallu, 41. Kandula 
Narsu, 42. Kunta Buchamma. 43. lyyorl Gopamma, 44, Neell Mal- 
lamma and 45. Thalia Poshamma) employed on clay pill making at 
Godavari Khani incline Nos. 5, 6 . 7 of Ramagundam Divlsion-II of 
Singareni Collieries Company Limited, to be absorbed by the Com- 
pany and for payment of wages and other benefits In accordance with 
the Wage Board recommendations is justified? If so, to what relief 
arc the workmen entitled and trom wnat jante?" 

[No. 7/49/70-LR.II.] 

Wo WTo 2634. — tRT; RTWT ^ TPT | ^ ^ 

Jr fRTtTft diTit'O'fl TTWI; TiWjtiT {I'l l' 
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ETTf ^ j' 

sik iTcI; %7!fk ?imT ^ ?in:;Tk4!ET ^ ftfftlcT 

?R?T?ft I ; 

m-, k?rR ?rftrft 7 TTT, 1947 ( 1947 ^ 14 ) # tjm 7 -^ sfk 

sTPi 10 ( 1 ) % » 3 r^ (^) CTH' smi di r'ld^fi' ti wk %? 5 k- 

G iT^ !5ft«ftfw srfsnfTTfr iifer 1 oiai^I-t ?rfErml- ^0 
5 IFI f^FWT CRTSrer ^kr, Tk, TFWk, ItTRK-I, ^ ?ik: TEf T 

fqql^ ^ '4'KI wl^ilPlqi n(fc|<Ii^'J| ^ •^iqiPlulqq % fMffSRT ^ I 

"WT fkf^ % TTET^ jmHr-2 tV jf^rrO' 

(Skr 1 4q ^0 5, 6, 7, 'H ^?flM^I qqi^ % ^ITT TT ftT^rfkfecF 

45 or^r^'^^rfkrf ( i-nfw TkirtiT^, 2-^Tf4m ittirt, 3-kTRimT 
4 - 5 % MNIWfT, 5-^kt =^rnTT, e-EFET, 7-7rkTFTT WRT?^, 
S-Tlk: 9-JIKI 1 0-^T^-jft, 1 l-*n^ 1 2-?RTTaftW 

1 3-?TkT ^rmTWTT, 1 4-3FRfr '<IFFM|, 1 5-3f^T?TT 91^, 

1 6~4tkfF>FrT TR, 1 7 - 1 ^ 555^1 5iwr, 1 8 ~«rW S^TfRI, 1 9-^11?^ 
»TF?nFrr, 20 -^ 15 # to, 2 i-fkno^r qrs;, 22-»jfT TOuftnuTf, 23 - 
fTRT<t TT^, 24-iI^1' W <Tl^, 2 5-qT^T TOTTOT, 2 6-9:T?rF qknTOT, 
27-trTOT ^TOWT, 2 8-qTOT Wllft, 29-0l^?RT ^ETT^, 30, TITOJ^ 
31-4tFT 32-TiPlH':-'^' 33-^Wf 34-^ TOTTOT, 

3 5~9lt«rT^ TTOTTOT, 36-TtFTTOk^ %TOr, 37-frtgTd ?974Trr, 38-^RTfl' 

^TOT, 39-5fkTO W^T 40-^3^KI 42-ffrr ’TTOTO, 

43-W^ qjtqrmT, 44-5MtiTITOTTOT sifk 45 «TTTOT oklTOT) qn* ^TP^fV 
sni ^ ?fk ^ froiifkit % ^ejhit qfr suTOPfr 
TOi 5TO 93- ^TOT TO^tfro | I ifk gt, fw ?rj^>T % ?ik: 

fror TOfhf ^ I ? " 

[TOIT 7/49/70-0.?ro 5rP:o-2] 


New DeVii, the nth May 1971 

S.O. 2C35. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers In relation to the management of South 
Goluckdlh Colliery of Messrs South Goluckdlh Coal Company, Post Office Jharia, 
District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industriffl 
Tribunal (No. 1), Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Ant. 
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Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of South Goluekdih Colliery of 
Messrs South Goluekdih Coal Company, Post Office Jhurla, 
District Dhanbad, in stopping Shri Kamta Singh, Attendottice Clerk, 
from work with effect from the 11th August, 1970 is justified? If not, 
to what relief is the workman entitled?” 

[No. L-2012/_65/71-LR.II.l 


Hi fe#, 17 lit, 1S71 


Tfo Hilo 263 5. — Td: HT+'IT TET | ^ 

fdTTt % di^ Jr ^ srfztiT, 

^^rr tiTdr^ % Jidftf dd % % sfH fddid 

WFTd I i 

?fk dd: HEfin: ddd fddid tqElfffiJiqd % f^fddftld dAhl « ! Idf 

dFHdt I ; 


srd:, ?R, fddld Wfsrfd^ld, 1947 (l947dT 14) "FttllTT 10 ^ 

( 1 ) % (d) 5:Rr tid^ irrfwTt ^ iniV *FTir fti, FTdnT 

*frt ddd ^rftrfddTI JpV ETRI 7-dl «nftd dfsd ^Tfa^TW (F\t)T 1 ) , dddlT "Ft 

niTdfffiJTiR ^ fdtT find dneft | I 

“ddT FTTlf dEJd dildr ddq?ft dr,fd;qift, lld'EiT 

5TfTdT, fddT dfddK % 51TT «ft dUEdl ^qfteifd fdifqdr dfl 

iitrqw, 1970 ^ ddd d Tld;% sFt sfdtdi't iffitfir^d t’ d“t 

dwrr fddl ?EJd1d dd tdreriT I 

[d®TT iT?r-201/2/65/71-qito WT — 2 ] 

S.O. 2636. — -Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Busserya 
Colliery of Messrs Busserya Colliery Company Private Limited, Post Office Kusunda, 
District Dhanbad, and their workmen In respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 


And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Indu-strial Disputes Act, 1047 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribu- 
nal (No. 1), Dhanbad constituted under Section 7A of the said Act- 


Schedule 

“Whether the dismissal of Shrl Bhola Gope, Night Guard, with effect from 
the 11th December, 1970, by the management of Busserya Colliery of 
Messrs Busserya Colliery Company Private Limited, Post Office 
Kusunda, District Dhanbad Is justified? If not, to what relief Is the 
workman entitled?” 

[No. L- 20 ia/ 42 / 71 -LR.II.] 


qrio wto 2 636. — Tff: ^7^ RTqrn: qft tEt ^ ^q^ Wr- 

f^tfr % srrt Jr nm ^iJrql qrtf^iTEft 5Fpq>3ft jttw f r>t, 

tlRRK ^ qrtfvTRTt % Jr TFRUTf % 

wki'lftrq'' ftyTT fRianTR 
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sfk JTcf: ^ f^TTIT ^HWffpjfTT % 

t ; 

?rff; w, ?irsriwT i947 (i947*pt 14)^ trirr i o ^turr 
( 1 ) % jRF ^rPrci^rlf Jr^ftr 4R^ rwri; tr^jm ^ 

T4T srRrFimT # uni 7 -t % sreftr pfsT ?fkfrfw srftJTTW (e^tt i ) , Jpt 
KTIziFTit^R % f^>T pRfifRI ^R?ft I I 

■o c* 

"*FTT ^tftnRr TTqrt sri^e ma'< f F^tt 

jpt ^q-? qrrfTTFt % aTfaT^r w ^fr ifR, ^rf^- qrr 1 1 f^Eiar, 

1 9 7 0 ?r fJTRtfTa f ? ’JF? at Fqn snjata 

^ ^+<11 < ^ ? 


[ao lTT-201 2 / 42/7 l-tjrao ?TRo~;] 


New Delhi, the 14tE June 1971 

S.O. 2637. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
■dispute exists between the employers in relation to liie management of Indian 
Iron and Steel Company, Gua and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
In the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of .Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 ol 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudli;atlon to the Industrial Tri- 
bunal, (No. 2), Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the demand of the miners working in J. B. Mines, a section of Gua 
Ore Mines of Indian Iron and Steel Company Limited, Post Odlce, Gua, District 
Slnghbhum (Bihar), for enhancement of rate of wages, as per the recommendations 
of Wage Board for Iron Ore Industry, Ls Justified? If so, from which date it should 
be paid?” 


[No. 8(16)/70-LR-1V.].1 
R. KUNJITHAPADAM, Under Secy- 
Fq^, 14 1971 

<(tTo WTo 263 7. — W: TR t Ff ^^. 5 - T 

fdldF;^ fwTl % Ft srmrT qpTdF, ^ +^.4 FpiFsiq^ 

itfiT Tfr% qnFqiRf % trq? sfhftFrqi F^RriRfi- 1 ; 

isflr qr: trer fqnr qit RiqFd^qr % F^itj ^rtt 

RRWTt t ; 

!!(?.■ m tiMFrip fwr ^rftrFnrq, 1947 ( 1947 qr 14) stri 10 qft 

STRI ( 1 ) % ’JR (t) JRI SRrT JT TJK %fsftT ?RqTR qd^RT 

Tqr fqJTT jlf BJcT iHFtlFdqq STRT 7 -=P %■ TOFt iiThfH^ ijF^^ (Ewr 2), 
'RTJTJ qit riinjFiii^qh % f%TT Ffifftpr qR r' ^ I 
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“TIT 5rrjm TTPEfV fnfjTJs-, ^rter: 1 %^ (f^^T) 

^ ^STT TgiTf % ^0 ITTT^ ^7% Hfo+I ^ ?ET?^ 

^'r IDT^ ^ ^ f7i''E f^wf ^ Wi^fiTT Ti'^tI' ^ ^ ^ TTtTI | ? 

irf^ ft fei fiTvr^ ?r sri^t i” 

[Ffo 8 ( 16)/70-i7^o?m:o-4] 
TTTTo^jf^'TT'KiI, Fi'f^T t 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 3rd March 1971 

S.O. 2638. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers In relation to the management of Nag’s 
Kajora Colliery, Post Office Ukhta, District Burdwan and their workmen In 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now. therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 


Schedule 

“Whether the management of Nag’s Kajora Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, 
District Burdwan was justified in designating Shri Satis Bouri and 
Shri Chunllal Dome as Survey Mazdoor and General Mazdoor res- 
pectively and paying them Category-I wages? If not, to what relief 
are the workmen entitled and from what date?’’ 


[No. 6/84/70-LRII.] 


(W isfl'T f^TTPl) 

/ 3 ni'4, 1971 

iflTo WTo 2638. — Tfi: ^ 

^ ^ Jr ?TBPi5t TtfJprft, nwi: iTTsm, % ii^srfr«i ^ 

fJpfWEf ^nRl- % lT!p wWtfw t; 

tfci; is'td Pmr ^ % f^pir qlw^Tltf 

fTEFlft ?; 

^r?TW:, trfRftWR, 1947 (l947 W 14) 4tT UTO lOJE. 

IJTRTTT ( l) % tjrit (^r) ffTTT sniWWpRRff ^ ST#! ^ ^ %?!fk R7717R 
13 "td tlfhPiM-H ^ BTO 7-^ % ^ifid ti t'fii t fl’IeijPi'D wltl" 

<hWrTT ^ PTrafJDttpT % JfTTfft | I 
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""PTr % sunuri^ ^pt 

sfKt wV?; =sft itE ’PTO: ^WeiPJT ?fk % l^T 

Jr »TarTfJi%T ^ptht tfk ^r^fr- 1 *t5i^ ^ -uratf^ ^ ^ft 'ptm 

!EEftT % wtT crrCEsr Jr I ■ ” 

[Eo 6/8 4/7 0-13,^o5!1Ko-2] 


S.O. 2639. — ^Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
■dispute" exists between the employers in relation to the Pure Chirlmiri Colliery, 
Post Offlce Chlrimirl, District Surguja (Madhya Pradesh) and their workmen In 
respect ol the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, constituted under section 7 A of the said 
Act, 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Pure Chirimirl Colliery, Post 
Office Chlrimirl, District Surguja (Madhya Pradesh), In stopping 
from work Shrl Chandrabhan Tewari, Lamp Mazdoor with effect 
from the 31st July, 1970 Is justified?, If not, to what relief i.S the 
workman entitled?” 

[No. 5/26/70-LRII.] 

TTo mo 2639. — iTcT: %?3ft7T TR t ^ r^rdr^ i v. 

Jr (Estr 

% gTr% wnfl % fwsr t^wEFT 

tirf: ^trPifJr'jkE % fen; Mftpi sriw^ft^r 

SET fsrtrra 'Rferfm, 1947 (1947 ^ 14) ^ ottt 10 ^ 

dHtiKT ( 1) % 13W (sr) SKI !T?fT mfertif ^ giT, ^niqfrn; 

^ sjact STfirfErtT ^ Sf<T y-Tl % ■‘iffd % 7 ^ttr h'C'hK ’UltTlf ik> srftr- 
•PT'T, vtop.'i^r, vqmfnulirE % T>Trft ^ I 


' wr ■<, Pfi fir fj , fiiNi 1 (em ) 

^ ^ ^-d'HId fwfv, ’^PI TTFr^T JFt 3 1 1 970 % 'FHT Jl 

^ ^tTETtfw I ? ift <fi4+K fw 5idfr> «pt 

I?" 


[Fo 5/26/70-l^^otrrCo-2] 
New Delhi the 4th March 1971 

S.O. 2640.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers In relation to the management of Bankola 
Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, District Burdwan and their workmen ip respect of 
the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 
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Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred, by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Bankola Colliery of Messrs Burrakur Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office llkhra. District Burdwan was justified 
in stopping from work Sarvashri Sunlt Das, Narayan Das, Bharat 
Roy, Tllok Gope, Jakir Ilosen, Govind Nandi, Moheswar Jha, Clean- 
ing Mazdoor from the 2nd .June, 1970 and Shri Ajit Roy, Cleaning 
Mazdoor from the 29th May, 1970? If not, to what relief these 
workmen are entitled?” 

[No. 6/46/70-LRII.] 


Rf 4 RE#, 1971 

TTo URo 26 4 0, — Rd; ir 

fRRtff sfrt if 14 'til I Ttf'dh "tV, •si'tit) t. \d<siTr, r>i'dT RRRET % ^ RTRS 

?frT Rn^RTECr % fRRIR femET I; 

?flT RR: #rfjVR RTRiTT;RRR fRRTR Rff ■RTRfRRRd % fn?lvid RTEEftR 

RRWRt I; 

WR:, RR, Rhftfw fRRTR RRlfRRR 1947 (l947 RR 14) ^ RRl 10# 
RRSrni ( 1 ) RpiT (r) sro STRR RfsRiR'f RR RRtR ^ %#R R7RRT 

fRRTR # RRR RfglRRR # RITJ 7-^ % RRIR R^R RTRm: RfsT- 

RR3R RiRRvRT # TRTRffPRRR % Trit RECRV | I 

“rRT #RR fEffT #R ROFq# f%fRRR, RTW?: RtTR, R#RTR # 
R#RT % RR^SIRR ET R## RTR) RTTIRR RTR, RTR TTR, fdvfl'E 

fil'l, Rl f#> < EftfRR Rr#t, R^ERR in RRlfRR # 2 1 9 7 0 iT 

5fK # ?nftR RIR, RRtfRR RR^R #29 Rf, 1970 #ERT sRTRtfRR 

RT ? rFr R't # RRFIR f^R RJR*# % gRTR | l” 

[Ro 6/46/70-lTRo!mRo-2] 

S.O. 3641, — ^Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Deputy Chief Mining 
Engineer, Srlpur Group of Collieries, Post Office Kalipaharl, District Burdwan and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Srlpur Seam Incline Colliery of Messrs Lodna 
CoElery Company (1020) Limited, Post Office Kalipaharl, District 
Burdwan was justified in stopping from work Shrl Ramawatar 
Goawala, Loader, Srlpur Seam Incline Colliery from the 27th August, 
1970? If not, to what relief the workman is entitled?” 

[No. L/19012/1/71-LRII.] 
KARNAIL SINGH. Under Secy. 
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OTo 2 641: — w: ^ TEI | ^ 

stIteT ^ ETTO fEEtE^lr *ftT (t.ET'TTf % ^ tr^p %ftl!fffiT^ IWTTE J ; 

EE: ET^TT ETfr fEETT TE fETEfETEE % Tett «nET El^iflE 

EEF^ftt I 

EE;, EE, ^ffEtfwfEETEEfEfEEE 1947 (l947 E7r 14) ETO 1 0 eY EE- 
EHT ( 1 ) ^ IJ'IE (e) THT tee EfEEiff ET EE'tE ETE ^^eVe ETETT rra^g-TU EEE 
fEETE ETt EEE srfsTfEEE Eit ERT 7-Er % ETSftE EfSE ETETR: EftlERE, 

TEETET E^t -ETEtTeEEE % fEpr fEEftlE | I 

WEEEft 

"EET 4eE EkET Ekrf^ EEEEV ( 192 o) fEfEEE, STEER, EE^-E?!^ 
f^TET EEER Et ^fT^T Ek kE % STE^tJEE ET «ft TIETEETT e'IETETET, 
EkTj'sft^E'tE^REREEtfEETV.EY 27EETE, 1970^EEE ^ tIeET 
-EPflfEE ET ? Ek n^, Et EkETT TeE SFJeIe EE ^EETT It ? ” 

[e'oI^o 19012 / 1 / 71 -qEo EK 0 - 2 ]' 

ErT#E f^, WET EfEE I 


(Department of IRehabllltatlon) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi, the 18th May 1971 

S.O. 2643. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-Section (1) of Section 6 
of the Administration of Evacuee Property, Act, 1960 (XXXI of 1950) the Central 
Government hereby appoints Deputy Secretary (Revenue), Government of Himachal 
Pradesh as Additional Custodian of Evacuee Property for the State of Himachal 
Pradesh for the purpose of discharging the duties Imposed on the Custodlam by 
or under the said Act, with immediate effect. 

[No. 10/10/ Admn.II/71.J 

(EUIT WP^ER EITeWe) 

Ef feEft, 18 Ef, 1971 

tiTTo Hfto 2642. — IpqfH EETTRE ^rfRfEEE, 1950 (l950 % 3l)’] 

% ETE 6 EI^ETE ( 1 ) E?t EEET WifEREff EE STEtE ER^ ^ ^E#E RTEiR, f^ETE^T J^ET 
Tr5E % gE Efa r (TTEPT) Elf ffjEMR skE TRE ^ dcEEE ^ wffrfTEE fEi^ipR: 
RElfH TfkstET Pi^ E R EiRft Elk E RE EEET Eft ER ^ TfR-ESTET % EE % 
RERtEE wf^fEEE % EfEPffr fEEffRT E^ ? I 


[EEET 1 0/ 1 O/i^lfEE Jll/ 71.] 
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New Delhi, the 21st June 1971 

S.O. 2643, — In exercise of the r-'owers conferred by Sub-Section (1) of Sec- 
tion 3 of the Displaced Persons (Claims) Sup-plementary Act, 1964 (No. 12 of 
1954). the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Rajni Kant, as Chief Settle- 
ment Commissioner for the purpose of performing the functions assigned to such 
Chief Settlement Commissioner by or under the said Act with immediate effect, 

[No. 5(2)/Admn,II/69,] 

ifiT 21, 1971 

■ JfRo 3T>o'26-43 — .f^FtrrfqRT (iTT^) 51-7 1954 ( 19S4 

% 1 2 ) "fff um 3 ^ ( 1 ) ^ 5ifwf w tnfR ^ |q kuptt 

(RTF! ^ ■sf)- L'ifffV'TirRr fft tpr Wjw ^ RTt% t tjw 

^ ^ 13ft srfsflWr % aru ^ t 1 

[(iw 5(2)/qTftTR. 11/69] 


S.O. 2644, — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 5 of the Administra- 
tion of Evacuee Property Act, 1950 (3l of 1950), the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri Rajni Kant as Custodian General of Evacuee Property for the pur- 
pose of performing the functions assigned to such Custodian General by or 
under the said Act with immediate effect. 

[No, 6(2)/Admn.II/69.] 

tlffo 'fto 2614. — fniSi|i|rfl ei *-'t frl ?Tfirf^9 H, 1950 ( 1950 % 3l) 

<'S1Hr+Twl 

^ fliPh ^ 'Mill ^ ift % TfTT 

ffT ^3R% Iffcniff ffPT% ^ffSTTftPF % | I 

[ff®n 5(2)/tTsfKff 11/69] 


S.O. 2645. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-Section (1) of Section 
3 of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1964 (44 of 
1954), the Central Government hpreby appoints Shri Rajni Kant as Chief Settle- 
ment Commissioner for the purpose of performing the functions assigned to 
such Chief Settlement Commissioner by or under the said Act with immediate 
effect. 


[No. 5(2)/Admn.II/89.] 
JANKI NATH, 

Settlement Commissioner (C) & Ex-Officio, Under Secy. 


^^0 wto 2 645. — fdpifTfTff sJlfw (wlw ffSTT ?rfgfwiT, 

1954 ( 1954 ^ 44) HTTT 3 ^ ^HTSIKr ( l) ^ VlpRIdT tyf JPftff ^ ^ 

Kiipn: ^ spffff dil | drf'fr t 

^ dipfl jfft ^ iRfi' 5ft srfsrlfftrff % sru in ^3ff% 'RRpfff ^ 

% % TyRt ftraffTff f*F % fftr t I 

[ff«hT 5(2)/i^¥filff II/6 9J 
5Tffnift 3TT«r, 


^■t^ ?n^ (?ft) ff«n >itff i 
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Department of Rehabilitation) 

New Delhi, the 15th June 1971 

S.O. 3646. — In exercise of the powers conferred iby sub-section (1) of section 
34 of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 
1954) and In supersession of Notification No. 3(13)/L&R/70, dated 6th May, 1071, 
the Central Government hereby delegates to the Government of the State of 
Harayana, its powers under Sub-sections (4) and (5) of Section 19 of the said 
Act, for the purpose of specifying the principles of assessment of rent pnd damages 
in respect of occupation partly or entirely without title or authority of evacuee 
agricultural land situated In rural and urban areas In the State of Harayana. 

[No. 3(13)/L&R/7a] 


ftwin) 

Jlf 15 1971 

Wo Wo 2646. — stiftfl (siPd+'C fWT 1954 

( 1954 W 44) tfTTT 34 ^ ( l) SRI 51^ tflfelf W JHIET ^ ^ *Tk 

3( I3)lu^ WT/70 6-5-1971 W ^rf^WRl "fRt |Tt %?jr 

IRWT Sm ^fUTRT V,lvii % HTtfRi IR fn'''=M>n fifR 'jftT TT fknT 

eni fuel RT m i fw t i t tR ^ vPlFT JR 

W JJRTFF R WCT It rn-ainf fdfNd ^ ^ WrfRfcRT lift ERU 1 9 ^ ^-ERTT 
4 fPqr 5 It WdRR WFft iJlf^fFR ^fUR-iR ^ TTJIT JTT ifiTRft- t I 

[rWT 3(l3)/t^RoqDS WRo/70] 


S.O. 2647. — ^In exercise of the powers conferred 'by Section 34(1) of the Dis- 
placed Persons (Compensation and Rehabilitation) Acr, 1954 (44 of 1964) and in 
supersession of Notification No, 3(13)/L&R/70 dated 6th May, 1971, the Central 
Government hereby delegates to the Government of the State of Punjab, Its powers 
under Sub-sections (4) and (5) of Section 19 of the said Act, for the purpose 
specifying the principles of assessment of rent and damages In resp^t of occupa- 
tion pafrtly or entirely without title or authority of evacuee agricultural land 
situated in rural and urban areas in the State of Punjab. 


[No. 3(13)/E&R/70.] 
D. KRISHNA AYYAR. Jt Secy. 


Wo Wo 2047. — SiffW (nfd'tX fl*R RfJjfRJRl, 1954 

( 195 4 W 44 ) ^ RUT 34 ^ ^EIKT ( l) IRl SRH T?rf«RRlf W JRftR gir 
Rft iytdl RWT 3( 13)/t[’^ WT /70 feriT 6-5-1971 W wfijWm 

RTWT 3JJJ rpsR^ ttkI % UtiRui JR wff R fTRR IT fRdT 

Tq ' lfR fR JR SRftRTK I? WtfRRT RT y’t 'PTR |t RJ^^R RRW RRTR JR eilfR^ W 
RFRWT V fW3[ fH4M fR^RR RW RftlfRJTR <( mTT 1 9 ’ft RWR 4 RT 5 

|t WRjffT Wpft 5lfWJR RRTR TI^R RTWT ^ iffRcft ^ I 

[tfo 3(l3)/CtR WT/70.] 

Ro fCR WRT, RfRR I 
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MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 

}^etu Delhi, the 29th June 1971 

S.O. 26jfS. —In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction 
of Unauthonsed Occupants) Act, 1958 (32 of 1958), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the officer mentioned m column (t) of the Table below, being gazetted officer of Government 
to he estate officer for the purposes of the said Act who shall exerdse the powers conferred and 
perform the duties imposed on estate officers by or under the said Act within the local limits of 
his jurisdiction in respect of the premises specified in the corresponding entry in column (2) of 
the said Table. 


The Table 


Designation of officer Categories of public premises and local limits 

of jurisdiction 


(I) W 

Administrative Officer, Central Water and Premises belonging to or taken on lease 1^ and 
Power Research Station, Khadakwaala, under the administrative control of the Direc- 
Poona. tor. Central Water and Power Research Station, 

Khadakwasla, Poona in the Maharashtra State . 

[No. F. 2IOIi(4)/66-Po1. IV] 

RTR TirmH RsTim 

Tf fTPSfi-, 29 1971 

VToWro 2648. — SllHiFrirtT, 19.S8 
( 1958 .32) ^ftgrrr 

% PdPF ( 1 ) tt 5 tRt R'HPFnfy '■crspif^ sEifqTKt % irr^, tw <ErfEf- 

fTTR % srtT>3rTlr % 1 ^it prcfTT srftrTrrfl- % Jf 1 jppfV 

% FTFR (2) *r ^ fTcFTTTlr T 

TfGTTf ^ ^TpSlfTTR jm fiT RTtRT ?TfaTiift7fr TifW 

'FT 5riT)tr inTr tpr q^'T i 

RrrofV 

Tf q^rrRTTT Ttr TPcTTf w TTif ?rTr ijrriniifcTr 

( 1 ) ( 2 ) 


^!rh:wf%?rTF^iT ^d''ir'jR^R%!=sr, 

%7ir, q-^-«rRrTr, ^ 1 qr qtr | ffi-qqrsfVfT 1 1 


[TotRTo 21011 ( 4 )/ 66 -Tt?friTvr- 4 ] 

S. O. 3649. — In exerdse of the powers confetred by section 3 ofthe Public Premises (Eviction 
of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1958 (32 of 1958), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the officer mentioned in column (i) of the Table below, being gazetted officer of Government 
to be estate officer for the purposes of the said Act who shal exercise the powers conferred, and 
perform to; dicies imtosed on estate o.fficers by or under the said Act within the local limits 
of his jurisdiction in respect of the public premises specified jn the corresponding entry in 
folumn (2) of the said Table, 
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The Table 


Designation of the officer Categories of public premises and local limits 

of jurisdiction 


( 1 ) ( 2 ) 


Administrative Officer, Kandla Free Trade All premises owned by the Kandia Free Trade 
Zone Administration, Gandhidham, | Zone Adminl,tration situated outside the 

Gujarat State. municipal limits of Gandhidham in sub- 

district Anjar in District Kutch in the Gujarat 
State. 


[No. F.2 ioii('4)/66-PoI.IV ] 
2649 . — 'TfTflT ( ^TSTTftr Jtf ^ !Fsl (rft) irfalWT, 1958 
( 1958 32 ) ¥V«rTTr 3 

% ( 1 ) ^ flT.ffiTC TT 

srfgftTTti % TTtsrffif % htw '?rftiTniV ^ if ffiTtfV t ^ ^TT^fV 

^rfijTlftnTTfr T>TT^?r>rP!ff ( 2) drUTFft TWe if 

ffit Tm, Tffif ?rfsrfTinT g-pT m w>r ?rftrTrff*Tt ffit 

tfrfsfTfr ffiT STTttT tTIT ^ff^ Fir ffiT TWffi Yaffil I 

^rrrifr 

Tf TOfvra-ffir irhF Tfur^if ^ srd4 jptt ^rfa^rftnr ^ 

(1) (2) 


51 ^^^ ^rfsjTpft, YtYTT tr-snTff if Tftfrsrm ttr- 

fm srrTT-'^ TTr^d trrf^dTT'^r>T?T7%^?Tf?TTTfgTTit^d3TiTT'TP^WTr 
WTT, ffitsftdTfT, T^rr^FT % FTTfrfPfffiftT FffV qfTJT' I 

TPiT 

[Toffifo 21011 ( 4)/6 6 -'ff?lftT^' 4 ] 

S. O. *650. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Public Premises (Evictios 
of Unauthoris'ed Occupants) Act, 1958 (32 of 1958), the Central Government hereby appointt 
Offlccr-in-Chargc, Estate Administration of a rank of Manager/Deputy Manager/Assistan- 
Managcr, Administration, Ordnance Factory, Ambajhari, being a gazetted officer of the Govern- 
ment, to be an Estate Officer for the purposes of the said Act, who shall exercise the powers cone 
ferred, and perform the duties imposed, on estate officers by or under the said Act within the 
local limits of their respective jurisdiction, in respect of the premises under the administrative 
control of the Ministry of Di fence situated within the local limits of Jurisdiction of Ordn nc 
Factory, Ambajhari, rnd directs that the following further amendment shall b* made to the 
notification of the Govf rnmc nt of India in the late Ministry of Works and Housing No. E , 0 , 
1749, dated the nth May 1964, namely; — 

In the said notification at the end of the Table the following onlries shall respectively 
be inserted in columns t and 2 th' reof 

Ct) (2) 


Offleer-in-Charge, Estate Administration of 
a rank of Manager/Deputy ManMCr/ 
Assistant Manager, Administration, Ord- 
nance Factory, Ambajhari. 


Premises under the administrative control of the 
Ministry of Defence situated within the local, 
limits of jurisdiction of Ordnance Factory 
Ambjjhari, 


[No. F.2 ioiiC4 )/65 -Po1 . IV. J 
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^irio <rTo 2650 — (sTSTrnJllT srfcJvftfJT’ff Jff'f ) !lfaf 

1958 (1 958 YT 32) UTU 3 THT 5rlWTf ^ STTJiT W^X, 

5FT?snF/^'TsrT?«jTi/?r^T'fr 5TT?«r^, srsrrTT, ^gr frurift ^ ^ 

»Tr<m«R: ththt ^ fffa'YT "t 

flftrf^qTT ^ sTTi^sr-ff ^u^Tgr srFtTjrRr % Jr fTT^er ^ttY 

wRT?Tf%r ^'V f^q-pfJJT ^ftTriff % IfftT?: T61T T % T5Tr?rf>TT ffTTT TT^Et 'TfTJTTT 
ift amra, 3fr ^T-^rririft Tn^FTT, srrrTsrfJ wFERilfw tFt TfrijTsff % -fftcn: F?«r^ 
T*Tcr wruPrqTT % ffrrr Tr wsfEr e'prt isrFsrfrrfcTf frt t;? fr ^pt sttEt sfh: ?iT^ 

TIT ^ qr'TT ?fk Wt | ftr titt t^ttr ^ frjrfT ?Tk WmTT 
TOTTT'ffJ '5TF^5g;TAr?TWspro<Tro i749,TKE3r 1 1 Tf, 1 9 0 9 ^ Fh Fm r«rT ?fk Ttfftsnr 

srajJq; — «rF«Tg;TTT Jr, ETToff % 'st-t Jf, ^rr TTTTrft % i ?Fk 2 Jf, 
rTR'ftTFTT TFrPi^Tt ^Tt ^rrir^ft — 

TTT^fV 


( 1 ) 


(2) 


JTTa£r«p/r3T!TTaSTifr/T?TTT STT^SnE, TTTTT, TefTf T^T^T % ST^TlTlTTr fTTTTrrfET T 
^^-TTJTlfV WWEIT, SET^TIW^J, ’pJ 'Ffw tFtET ^ 5-TrTlfr i^rr-mFTT, 
ttt Tr3:Tr!T5fr srFa''Fr<t, TErgr sritpit i ^ fl'Fsrsfn-FTnr ^ TtfliTf % 

'fEnc ftTT ? I 


[#0 ^Rro 2 l 01 l( 4)/66 'ftoTfroTTPTo" 4 ] 

S- O. i6<i. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Public Premises 
(Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1958 (32 of I958),the Central Government hereby 
makes the following amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the late Mini- 
stry of Works, Housing and Supply No. S-O. 1104 dated the 7th May, 1959, namely : — 

(a) In the said notification against serial No. 27, for the entry in column i, the following 
entry shall be substituted, nsmely : — 

“Military Estates Officers’’ ; 

Cb) against serial No. 36, for the entry in column i, the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely : — 

“Deputy Directors/Assistant Directors, Deputy Assistant Directors, Military Lands 
and Cantonments, Commands” 

[No. F.21011C4) 66/Pol-IV] 


TTowro 2851 . — (^infiTiicr Tftrtfl'FfiTr qfJ t^ar?fJ) 

1958 ( (95 > tpr 32 ) ^IgRT 3IRrT5rT7rFffTrTrf TTJt fiTTfl ^T, %fj1rT ¥RTirT, 
TRT T' qTT%^A^Tr+-(f,5rrTrTifrT^iffiTTrTq4ir krFfj'^i'TriisTr 4iro wr 1104 , 
Tr!-? 7 1 95 9 Jr, i-fHf%-T TTlffT 'IRTT f", ^TTiT-- 

Jr ’P’T TWr 2 7 % 7 TTT 1 Jf Th T % RTTH TT 

Fq-RfRFg'd' stWis stF^ttiEtt wtEt- 

“■rfJfsp TPKr TftrqiRt ; ” 

( j) fpiT fTWr 35% T(7I^, 1 Jf E> tFtF:: % i RFr, lFtF'^T 
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wm” I 

[lio TITo 21011 (4)/6e'’ft.?rt q^-4] 

S-O. 36;]. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Public Premises 
(Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants)^ Act, 1958 (32 of 1958), the Central Government hereby 
appoints the officers mentioned in column (i) of the Table below, being officers equivalent 
to the rank of a gazetted officer of Government, to be estate officers for the purposes of the 
said Act and th.' said officers shall exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties 
imposed on estate officers by or under the said Act within the local limits of their respective 
jurisdiction in respect of the public premises specified in column (2) of the said Table. 

The Table 


Designation of the officer 
~ 0^ 


Categories of public premises and local limit® 
of jurisdiction 

' ■ ■ ' ■ 


1. Estate Officer, Bokaro Steel Limited, Premises belonging to, or taken on lease 01 
Bokaro Steel City, District Dhanbad, Bihar. requisitioned by or on behalf of the Bokaro 

2. Land Officer, Bokaro Steel Lirnited, Bokaro Steel Limited and which arc under theit 

Steel City, District Dhanbad, Bihar. respective administrative control. 

[F.No. 2I0II (4)/66 -Po1-IV] 

vTo wio 2 « 52 . — (’tTiTifsirffr wr?Tifrf^ 4 f 

1958 ( 1958^ 32) tfftmrr SJiTrir^fTWr^trtft 

?rr 3 :oft ^ ( 1 ) Jr 'd-rsr^rfuff spt, ’srF^sprd qFt ^ hk- 

t£rr<j 4 TFct 51^ % tilt iTFsTPriifr % srft^Tt % trer^irn ?n:'TTT wrEr^fttff 
% qsq Jr ffT| 4 ,T qrxirft % «rr!Tffi(xV ^fr^rfr 'CT't^F ’EfrsrffirfTfTT qft F«rri=ft 4 ^fnrmt % 

^ ETTift % PLCtfT ( 2 ) qft 'ffFsrFFFB STTT qT 

^fT%STiifVTqTq^ 5 rF^qqrTtr 1 ffitsr^n'rrFffrtffffiTjr'T>T!qV:Blr^qtT : 



srFEFFRt qrr 'Rrf'frtrFT 

% trqtf gqr ?TFlI^TfLfTT 

(0 

(2) 


1 . ^rFer^ntV, m im 

aftTRt f^?rr 1 ?r> 7 : ^ ttf ti: qr 

2 . <rF»TTTfr, krFEr<|^k ' tFru: frqr ^I'lFr-krtr^ 

T ffre'i', Fsvrr g-q^TR, 1 tmr^rFTffi % ^rsflFT ^ 1 

[?ro 21011 ( 4)/6 6 -^’ttT^- 4 ] 

8.0.2653. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Public Premises (Evictio 
of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1958 (32 of 1958), the Central Government hereby appoint 
the officer mentioned in column (i) of the Table below, being gazetted officer of Governmeni 
to be the estate officer for the purposes of the said Act and the said officer shall exercise the power 
Conferred and perform the duties imposed, on estate officers by or under the said Act within th 
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local limits of his jurisdiction in respect of the public premises specified in the corresponding entry 
in column ( 2 ) 01 the said Table. 

The Table 


Designation of officer Catettorics of public premises and local 

limits of jurisdiction 


(I) w 


Officer-in-Charge, Family Planning Training Premises belonging to on taken on lease or 
and Research CentrCj Bombay. requisitioned by, or on behalf of the Central 

Government and which are under the 
administrative control of the Officer Incharge, 
Family Planning Training and Research Centre 
(Department of Family Planning) Bombay,. 

[No. F. 3iot3C4)/66-PoMV] 

TToWro 2053 . — HKTfTBT 1968 

( 1958 ^ 32) 3 TrTrTTfTWrwtrfsfirsrTlh RTtpIT, 

% ^CTRT { 1 ) HTffiTT tpT TT^in%cf WfErffift 51 ^ ^ ^ 

fTTF % TtrEfTT ^ | ?rk 

Vq-jfY <rr«T^rrfTfrT TTifTT wtmvf % vftenr, ^fr BTToft % (2) if Tcwi-fr 

prftt? Sr ft Hftr TftRTt srftrfttHi f m tir wftr- 

pfTTf ^ ?rftcFff Tf STTtfi sit?: sF^Klf qMT I 

mr»ft 


ffiT TTlftirET 

Hfti 'rfTHff ^ Jiarjf tfSTT flfsrtfTftfTT ^ 


ifftrnT 

(1) 

( 2 ) 

....Tfttfi 5rft!PTTt, ftTftrii, 

% TfrUT m JRT tIT 

Jiftrar®! ?i^ sr^iFEiET i 

^ if TT ftpr BIT IR grfET- 
'TftRT RTT BTSni (rftppT^V, 

'ifftiT fttfftrr srfiirsrT srft ifijiFaK 
^ (TftRR fttfNT ft’iTFT) ij? 


[Ho 'TTo 21012(4)/66-41r sft ITH — 4] 

S-O- 3654, — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction 
of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1958 (32 of 1958), the Central Government hereby appoints the 
o fficcr mentioned in column (i) of the Table below, being gazetted officer of Government to be 
estate officer for the purposes of the said Act who shall exercise the powers conferred, and perform 
the duties imposed on estate officers by or under the said Act within the local limits of his furisdlc- 
tion in respect of the Public Premises specified in the corresponding entry in column (2) of the 
said Table. 





3696 the Gazette 6 f India: july 10, i 97 i/asa£)Ha 19. i89 ^ [Eart h— 


The Table 

Designation of officer 

Categories of PubEc premises and local Umlts 
of jurisdiction 

(1) 

(2) 

Secretary (Administration) Union Territory 
of Laccadive Minicoy and Amindivi Islands, 
Kavaratti Island. 

Premises under the administrative control of 
Secretary (Administration) Union tertitory of 
Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi Island 
throughout the Umon territory of Laccadive, 
Minicoy and Amindivi Islands, 


[No. F. 21011(4), 66-Pol. IV] 


P. N. KHANNAH, 


Deputy Director of Estates and 
Ex. officio Under Secy. 

ipTo ^0 2 e 5 4 .-^>fr i 958 

( 195 PYT 32 ) aftgnr ^ sTtfiD jtT %ffrtrirTYTT 

iTREft^'EtPOfr ( 1 ) ir ^rfsiYrfr ^uptt TT^q-f^tr ^iFsrffiR'V Hr?r 

^rftrfwT % fer tTtf^ra- fthit <rRispT^ % ^ 5 rfqTTw*FX?ft | 

<rftr%rfTtiT 'ffterr ■•stfcr ?m 3 ifr % ( 2) Jr 

Jr wtrqfiTiTt T?r aro^r wfgffm ^ jrrr in ^ % <1^ hintt nf J 

^rifncrf qit sr^rr 5 rfq riff *fT srcfru nk »TtT qrtf stI ir qrnT ifkrr t 


<iftrqtrft qrr qRfnmT 

qfTnTft t ii«(n ertri irftnpTfTerr 


RiFftiT ^nriT 

(1) 

(2) 

(srnrnn) fqFnsfrq itk 

( smui'T ) fnfippk 

ftrfiETTkF sk, qRirrft «>r iftr trt 

sjfTnpjkftjiT <T^T-<S 9 f IF srninf . ,. 

^?r : 

fH^in'sfk ^ <TfTn< nrgtjf ^Tfqjr- 
fnfJrqTtii ?rk <rrinpCW't jh 
TrTiTt^?rJr| 1 


[tfo q;ro 21011(4) 166 «ft sftti :^-4 


tfto q;Ho ^?1T, 


n^qin Ftrtiirqi ctm tr^ ?niT nFnq 1 
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